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ROOSEVELT 


NEGRO BOY said: “I was playing ball when 
I heard the news. So I went in the house. My 
mother was there. We went in the bed-room and 
looked at the picture of the Big Three, and we felt 
kind of lost.” A Jewish woman kept repeating: “I 
feel like an orphan”; and everywhere people not 
given to crying over the deaths of statesmen or pub- 
lic figures found their eyes filling with unexpected 
tears. 

That is his true tribute. One can begin at the start 
of that presidential career in the year 1933, almost 
simultaneously with the entrance of Hitler upon the 
world scene, and enumerate act by act, law by law, 
the measures taken by Roosevelt to save the United 
States from domestic perils and international assault. 
One can comment on occasional failures and errors. 
One can point to the triumphant success of his fun- 
damental policies. But that is hardly necessary. The 
New Deal Roosevelt gave America and the world 
is fresh in our hearts, and no court will ever invali- 
date a jot of its reality. It is superfluous to list the 
bold and brilliant steps through which Roosevelt, 
despite a recalcitrant Congress, strengthened and led 
our country towards the hour of victory. Nor need 
we tell again how in the process he became the 
champion of the civilized world against the bar- 
barians. 


The common people who elected him four times 
to the highest office in the land sensed his role. That 
is why they wept at his death as at the death of a 
personal friend. Psychologists have been trying to 
explain the unprecedented wave of emotion which 
swept our country as a mass-hysteria because of the 
loss of a “father-image.” And opponents of Roose- 
velt have been capitalizing on this psycho-analytic 
jargon to comment dourly on the dangerous effects 
of a long incumbency in office. Reactionaries who 
formerly babbled of “dictatorship” take delight in 
the very hour of mourning to point to the extent of 
the general sorrow as the confirmation of their fears. 

Those who speak so frivolously find it convenient 
to forget what a battle Roosevelt had to wage for his 
policies, how narrow were the margins by which he 
won, how increasingly vicious the attacks Jaunched 
on him in each succeeding electoral campaign. The 
devotion the American people gave Roosevelt was 
neither blind nor uncritical. An unprecedented in- 
tellectual and spiritual struggle was waged in our 
democracy in every term of Roosevelt’s presidency. 
The issues of progress and reaction, democracy and 
fascism, isolationism and intervention, were debated 
in their every aspect and application for over a decade. 
And time and again the people realized, despite the 
vilification and lies to which he was subjected, that 
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Roosevelt was the spokesman of their side in this 
debate. On his death, the poor and the oppressed 
throughout the world, mourned not the loss of a 
“father” who had relieved them of the responsibility 
of thought and action. On the contrary. They 
mourned the brave spirit who challenged them to 
work, to preparedness, to an awareness of the im- 
mense historic tasks devolving upon us. 

Let not his detractors create the legend of a passive 
worship fed by the dole and renewed by habit. In 
no period of its history has the American people been 
impelled to take so active a part in the making of 
decisions and in determining its destiny as during 
Roosevelt's presidency. 

Roosevelt made our people fully aware of the vast 
and complex domestic and foreign issues to be solved 
if our democracy was to endure. He brought home 
the significance of the fascist menace. Before he died, 
he brought home the urgency of the hopes focusing 
in the San Francisco Conference. Because he made 
the world so conscious of the challenge liberal forces 
everywhere had to meet, the sorrow for the wisest 
and most gallant of the fighters is so keen. 


PRESIDENT TRUMAN CONFIRMS 
A PLEDGE 


eee HARRY S. TRUMAN, coming into 
office at a critical moment in our national history 
and a climactic point in the struggle for world peace, 
has shown by all his acts that he can judge the rela- 
tive urgency of problems with which he is faced. 
His swift response to the emergencies arising from 
President Roosevelt’s untimely death have fortified 
public confidence. In the first week of his succession 
to President Roosevelt’s responsibilities, President 
Truman was immediately confronted by major issues 
of international relations and world peace organiza- 
tion, not to speak of rapidly converging war develop- 
ments. Yet during that time, he found an opportu- 
nity to receive a delegation of the American Zionist 
Emergency Council, and to assure them of his deter- 
mination to continue in the line of policy regarding 
Palestine which was defined by President Roosevelt 
in a letter to Zionist Conference in October, 1944 
and reaffirmed by the late President upon returning 
from Yalta. In this we have an indication that Presi- 
dent Truman understands the urgency of the Jewish 
problems—problems of an international scope— 
which demand the establishment of Palestine as the 
Jewish National Home and the immediate opening 
of the country to hundreds of thousands of European 
Jews who seek their security there. 

It is earnestly to be hoped that President Truman 
and his advisers on world affairs will continue to 
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keep themselves alert to this phase of the coming 
peace. At this time, when the general foundations 
of a post-war world organization are in the making 
and when the war in Europe has already passed into 
the mopping up stage, it is particularly important 
that “detail” problems also be brought swiftly for- 
ward to a solution. Indeed, many such questions have 
been and are being currently negotiated by the vari- 
ous interested United Nations. The restoration of 
the Jewish people to a normal ground of equal secu- 
rity and status with all other peoples of the world is 
certainly a matter which must not be delayed. Every 
hour which passes without action is reflected in 
heightened suffering and increasing desperation 
among hundreds of thousands of Jews, whose lot is 
still unendurable in liberated Europe. 


It will never be understood by history, and it can- 
not add to the mutual respect and inner harmony of 
the United Nations, if in the hour of victory the 
European Jews, only a pitiful handful of whom are 
being rescued, more dead than alive, from Bergen- 
Belsen and Oswiecim, should be forced to suffer 
again because the United Nations delay in opening 
Palestine to them. The Jews of this country look to 
President Truman to carry out the pledges he has 
taken over from President Roosevelt, with that deci- 
sion and directness which the American people are 
already coming to expect of him. 


THE ARAB LEAGUE 


URING THE years when various Arab diplo- 

mats were striving to bring the Arab states to- 
gether in a single Federation, despite divergent in- 
terests and views, it was generally prophesied that 
any agreement which emerged would be tenuous in 
the extreme. It was expected that the most probable 
rallying-point for an agreement would be the com- 
mon opposition to Zionism. The text of the Pact of 
the newly-founded Arab League, signed in Cairo on 
March 22, 1945 by representatives of Syria, Trans- 
jordan, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, the Lebanese Republic, 
Egypt, and Yemen, is now available in this country: 
it more than bears out these prophecies. 


The agreement sets forth two types of functions 
for the League of Arab States. Among these, rela- 
tively minor importance is given to one type: coop- 
eration between the states in economic and financial 
questions; communications; cultural matters; ques- 
tions of nationality, passports, extradition of crim- 
inals; social problems; and public health. The Pact 
merely records the intention of the Arab states to set 
up joint commissions under the League to deal with 
these matters. The greater stress is laid on the 
League’s undertaking “political action . . . to safe- 
guard their (its members) independence and sove- 
reignty, and . . . (interesting) itself in general in 
questions concerning Arab countries and their inter- 
ests.” The first step of the League in this direction 
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was its “proclamation” of Palestine as “de jure” an 
independent (Arab) State, and the nomination of 
a Palestinian Arab to take part in the work of the 
League Council. 


The various articles of the Pact also mention as 
proposed functions of the League, that it should at- 
tempt to prevent aggression against any of its number, 
and to adjudicate or mediate disputes in which its 
members may become involved. The Pact also pro- 
claims the League’s intention of collaborating, on be- 
half of the Arab States, “with international organiza- 
tions that may be formed in the future.” These 
phrases indicate an unwarranted ambition of Arab 
states to set themselves up as one of the “regional 
arrangements” under the Security Council of the pro- 
posed United Nations Organization. For such a pur- 
pose the structure of the League, as laid down in the 
Pact, is manifestly inadequate. It can enforce nothing. 
As Article 7 succinctly puts it: “Unanimous decisions 
by the Council are binding on all members of the 
League; those that are taken by a majority of votes 
will bind only those states that accept them.” The 
Article concludes with the reminder that, in execut- 
ing any kind of League decisions, each state is free to 
act (or not to act) according to its own constitution. 


The way in which the Arab League has been or- 
ganized points to a future development in one of two 
possible directions: either as a union of Middle East 
states for useful economic, social, and cultural proj- 
ects, or as a Pan-Arabist political caucus in the inter- 
national arena. Unfortunately the League has already 
made such giant strides in the latter direction that it 
is unlikely to accomplish any really practical work in 
the field of economic, social, and intellectual coopera- 
tion. 


The first annex to the Pact of the Arab League is 
a peculiar declaration, claiming that Palestine is “de 
jure’ an “independent” (Arab) state. This defiance 
of the will of the concert of nations as set down in 
the Mandate for Palestine, which is squarely based on 
the Balfour Declaration, is enough to make impos- 
sible any “collaboration” of the Arab League within 
a law-abiding international community. Unless the 
world should turn so conscienceless—or so reckless 
of consequences and short of memory—as to re- 
nounce one of its most obvious responsibilities, it can 
hardly have any commerce with a body whose first 
public act was a flat denial of the rights of the Jewish 
people in Palestine. 


Nor is the League likely, on this basis, to develop 
usefully as a medium for economic, social, and cul- 
tural cooperation between the Middle Eastern coun- 
tries. The Jewish community already in Palestine is 
too significant a factor to be ignored in any practical, 
copoerative plan for raising the economic, social, and 
cultural niveau of the Middle Eastern area. 


The turn taken by the Cairo conferences of Arab 
states, as shown by the text of the Pact, proves that 
there was little concern for such considerations. 
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What was formed there, under the name of an Arab 
League, was an out-and-out political caucus, and little 
more. After what has now come out of Cairo, Jewish 
advocates of “compromise,” as well as others who 
have talked hopefully of an Arab Federation as a 
framework for resolving Jewish-Arab differences, 
might well be more modest in their expectations and 
quasi-promises on this score. 


THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE 
“EXPLAINS” 


N MORE than one occasion since they assumed 

office, leading members of the present British 
government must have found it difficult to reconcile 
their conscience to the policy they had to support in 
Palestine, so long as the White Paper was officially 
maintained. Prime Minister Churchill and his col- 
leagues in the Cabinet who, in their day in the Com- 
mons, had denounced the Chamberlain and Mac- 
Donald breach of faith on Palestine, could, perhaps, 
manage to convince themselves that the basic point 
of honor involved must be set aside during the war. 
It can hardly have been so easy to assuage conscience 
when Great Britain incurred the black responsibility 
for the Struma and the Patria incidents, and when 
Great Britain found itself assuming so wretched a 
role in clogging the channels of rescue for the 
doomed Jews in Europe. 

Towards the end of the war, by truly gymnastic 
feats of ingenuity, the British government succeeded 
in keeping the White Paper, while somehow avoid- 
ing the disgrace of again turning back refugees. 
But today the problem arises once more in sharp re- 
lief. The White Paper certificates are virtually spent. 
Hundreds of thousands of liberated Jews, unwanted 
in Switzerland, destitute in Greece, Bulgaria, Ru- 
mania, Yugoslavia, Hungary, Poland, Slovakia, Italy, 
France, Belgium, and Holland, are clamoring for ad- 
mission to Palestine. And the British government 
only recently announced that no new certificates of 
admission would now be granted to the Jewish 
Agency. 

If one needs any evidence of how the British of- 
ficial mind is being wrung to find appeasement of 
conscience for this act, the recent befuddled state- 
ment of the Duke of Devonshire in the House of 
Lords is quite sufficient. The refusal to grant certi- 
ficates, he said, should be understood in the light of 
certain conditions: there is a housing shortage in 
Palestine, the country has no great absorptive ca- 
pacity, and, in addition, there are certain other well- 
known complications. Furthermore, he remarked, 
European Jews do not wish to go to Palestine. 

On more than one occasion, British representatives 
in the United States have let fall hints of the terms 
in which they would prefer to be criticized by Jews 
and others in this country. They do not mind so 
much being called stupid, we are given to under- 
stand, but they do resent it when their honor or their 
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motives are impugned. Certainly the Duke of Dev- 
onshire’s explanation for the latest consequence of 
the “broken pledge” (Prime Minister Churchill’s de- 
scription of the White Paper) deserves to be called 
purblind and dull—but it is morally as well as intel- 
lectually dull. 


What does it mean to cite the undeniable housing 
shortage in Palestine? Is there adequate housing 
ready and waiting in Algeria, which is being pro- 
posed as an alternative shelter for unwanted Jewish 
refugees in Switzerland? Is the Duke unaware of im- 
port restrictions, and the labor scarcity in Palestine, 
or that proper action by the Palestine Government 
on these matters could help to remedy the housing 
shortage? And perhaps it would not be regarded as 
impertinent if we were to cite a comparison: Was 
there any question of a housing shortage when it 
was decided to evacuate civilians from London to 
safer areas? The Jews of Palestine are no less ready, 
if necessary, to share their quarters with their breth- 
ren liberated from Europe than were the good Citi- 
zens of Britain with the evacuees. 


As to the moth-eaten “absorptive capacity” excuse 
—both Britain and the United States have exper- 
ienced, during the war, too impressive a demonstra- 
tion of the elasticity of productive capacity to be 
much impressed by such a paltry excuse. In this 
country, the Lowdermilk conclusions as to Palestine, 
as well as the very evidence of the expansions Pales- 
tine’s “absorptive capacity” has already experienced, 
are well known—as they certainly are in Great Brit- 
ain, too. In a country which, like Great Britain, is so 
confidently planning on greatly expanded economic 
activity after the war, relying largely upon sheer or- 
ganization and skill to accomplish it, the rationaliza- 
tion on these grounds of such a cruel blow to the 
Jews of Europe is singularly difficult to understand. 


The real cause of the decision are, of course, those 
“other complications” so artlessly mentioned: It 
seems, indeed, that the time is not yet come for 
“appeasement” to cease. 


For any normally sensitive Jew—and surely in 
these days Jews are entitled to be normally sensitive 
—the most painful remark in the whole speech was 
the intimation that European Jews do not wish to go 
to Palestine. If this is to be taken as a sincere utter- 
ance, we are certain that Jews would universally 
agree to a compact with the British government: we 
will not force any Jew to go to Palestine who does 
not wish it; let Britain not keep out of Palestine by 
force—by refusing him admission—any Jew who 
wishes to enter, who wants to live in a country where 
the Jewish people were promised they could dwell 
“as of right and not on sufferance.” 

The British Foreign Office can surely not have 
failed to hear of the student riots in Rumania, when 
Jews were readmitted to the universities; the vio- 
lence in Paris, when some Jews wished to reclaim 
legitimately their homes and property; the shootings 
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which have welcomed some Jews back to Poland; 
the refusal of Jewish refugees in Italy to accept Ital- 
ian citizenship in /iew of Palestine certificates; the 
protest of Hungarian Jews who recently were rescued 
and brought to Switzerland, when they were told 
that they would be sent to Algeria instead of Pales- 
tine. There are indeed some Jews, whose only hope 
in liberated Europe is the chance of a swift and de- 
cent burial, but who nevertheless may not wish to go 
to Palestine. These are the shattered survivors in 
Bergen Belsen and Buchenwald, with their very 
vitals consumed by starvation. They do not want 
anything. They are too far gone. 

Perhaps if some of the Jews who were more fortu- 
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nate than these, and who are still strong enough to 
want to go to Palestine, are frustrated, again and 
again, for a long enough period, they may be reduced 
to a state of despondency in which they too will no 
longer want anything. But, on the other hand, they 
may prove to have sufficient strength left so that in 
desperation, with or without the permission of the 
Colonial Office, with or without Prime Minister 
Churchill’s pronouncement that the war is over and 
Jews may now apply for “a solution” of the Palestine 
problem, they may appear unbidden off the shores 
and on the beaches of Palestine. 

The problem still exists, Mr. Churchill; it is at the 
door. , 


Franklin Brelann Ronsrueli 


Documents and Memories 
by Bernard G. Richards 


CION of a distinguished family rooted in the 

historic beginnings of the country, heir to the 
noblest traditions of Americanism, Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt exemplified not only the highest ideals of 
the Republic but their fruition and realization in a 
critical period of great change and readjustments. 
He was heir, too, to luminous qualities of heart and 
mind, and with his absorbing zest for knowledge and 
experience and passion to serve his fellow men he 
seemed to have been destined to undertake the strug- 
gle that was to shape the course of our democracy. 
With the encroachments of vested interests upon 
our free institutions, with the threatening domination 
of wealth and power, thwarting the growing needs 
and desires of the masses of the people, there was 
emerging a challenge and demand for a new inter- 
pretation of democracy or new dispensation of jus- 
tice. F. D. R. responded to the call, and the New 
Deal became not only a designation of a whole sys- 
tem of social legislation but a symbol of a new era 
of freedom and opportunity for all inhabitants of 
the land. 

The cause of the people to Franklin Roosevelt, 
meant the welfare of all the people without any ex- 
ceptions. Like his great predecessor Woodréw Wil- 
son, he was a democrat without reservations, and in 
all his relations with groups of citizens of all races 
and creeds and national origins he was utterly inca- 
pable, almost unconscious, of any distinctions, differ- 
ences and, still less, discriminations. He mingled and 
worked freely with all types and classes of people, 
seeking quality and character, and using all the 
knowledge, talent and ability that was available. 

Franklin Roosevelt expressed a characteristic view 
on race prejudice in a letter of March 7, 1935, ad- 
dressed to Philip Slomovitz, editor of The Jewish 
News of Detroit, who had called his attention to a 


statement of Chase Osborn, former Governor of 
Michigan, to the effect that some of the President's 
ancestors were Jewish. (This was a repetition, though 
in a tempered tone, of the old legend which was 
first circulated in the time of the late President Theo- 
dore Roosevelt, pretending that Roosevelt was orig- 
inally Rosenfeld). F. D. R. wrote: 

“I am grateful to you for your interesting letter of 
March fourth. I have no idea as to the source of the 
story which you say came from my old friend, Chase 
Osborn. All I know about the origin of the Roosevelt 
family in this country is that all branches bearing the 
name are apparently descended from Claes Martenssen 
Van Roosevelt, who came from Holland sometime 
before 1648—even the year is uncertain. Where he 
came from in Holland I do not know, nor do I know 
who his parents were. There was a family of the same 
name on one of the Dutch Islands and some of the 
same name living in Holland.as lately as thirty or 
forty years ago, but, frankly, I have never had either 
the time or the inclination to try to establish the line 
on the other side of the ocean before they came over 
here, nearly three hundred years ago. 

“In the dim distant past they may have been Jews 
or Catholics or Protestants—what I am more interested 
in is whether they were good citizens and believers in 
God—I hope they were both.” 

Next in significance to this and similar expres- 
sions intended to disavow every trace of prejudice 
about race, creed, or color, are the late President’s 
statements relating to immigrants and immigration. 
There was a tone of delightful, whimsical defiance in 
the address which he delivered in 1935 to the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, a body which, 
though engaged in patriotic endeavors, seems some- 
times inclined to devote itself to the preservation of 
ancient prejudices both against newcomers in the 
United States and new ideas of any sort. The Presi- 
dent said: 

“I thought of preaching on a text, but I won't. I 
will only give you the text and I won't preach on it. 





I think I can afford to give you the text because it so 
happens—through no fault of my own—that I am 
descended from a number of people who came over 
on the Mayflower. But more than that, my ancestors 
on both sides—and when you go back four genera- 
tions or five generations it means 32 or 64 of them— 
every single one of them—without exception—was in 
this land in 1776. 

“And there was only one Tory among them. 

“And so the text is this: Remember that all of us, 
you and I especially, are descended from immigrants 
and revolutionists.” 

He spoke in the same strain on October 28, 1936, 
in an address delivered in New York on the occasion 
of the fiftieth anniversary of the unveiling of the 
Statue of Liberty: 

“Even in times as troubled and uncertain as these, 
I still hold to the faith that a better civilization than 
any we have known is in store for America and, by 
our example, perhaps for the world. Here destiny 
seems to have taken a long look. Into this continental 
reservoir there has been poured untold and untapped 
wealth of human resources. Out of that reservoir, out 
of the melting pot, the rich promise which the New 
World held out to those who came to it from many 
lands is finding fulfillment.” 

* * . 


The President’s reaction to the persecutions of the 
Jews in Germany forms a noble chapter by itself, 
which in the first place vindicated the highest Ameri- 
can conceptions of justice and freedom and in the 
second place gave both comfort and a considerable 
measure of protection to our harassed and imperiled 
brethren. The record is of course open to all, but 
the present writer has had the additional advantage 
of learning from personal contact of Mr. Roosevelt's 
deep concern with the plight of the Jews in Germany. 
The heads and leaders of the several central Jewish 
organizations, had of course communicated with the 
President regarding the danger of the Hitler regime. 
In the hope of being of some service by supplement- 
ing the petitions already forwarded, I took advantage 
of the opportunity that offered itself while I was in 
the service of the Government in Washington in 
1935 and communicated with the President. He 
asked me to confer with Raymond Moley, then Asst. 
Secretary of State, and at the request of Mr. Moley 
I prepared a memorandum for the President. 

In similar circumstances, while living in Washing- 
ton, I was asked to prepare a memorandum on condi- 
tions then affecting the Jews of Russia from the 
point of view of Judaism, the Hebrew language, and 
Zionism. This was for the purposes of the Hon. 
Joseph E. Davies, who was appointed as Ambassador 
to Russia in 1937. Mr. Davies, with whom I dis- 
cussed the matter again before he sailed for Russia, 
told me of the strong interest which the President 
took in the situation which then affected religion in 
Russia. With respect to Soviet Russia I later took up 
with Mr. Davies’ successor as Ambassador to Russia, 
the Hon. Laurence Steinhardt, the question involving 
the late Israel Zinberg, famous historian of Jewish 
literature. I acted in the matter in behalf of a com- 
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mittee of Jewish writers, who were then endeavoring 
to intercede in behalf of this scholar, but unfortu- 
nately no aid could be effectuated before this great 
scholar passed away. On several occasions when I 
thought I could exert some helpful influence I took 
up questions pertaining to Palestine to which F. D. R. 
was always responsive, and in 1937, I was directed 
to confer with the Hon. Sumner Welles, then Under- 
secretary of State, and explained to him some aspects 
of the Partition Plan which was put forward by the 
British Government. 


The Administration took its first drastic stand with 
regard to the German persecutions when the late 
Senator Joseph T. Robinson spoke from the floor of 
the Senate on June 10, 1934, voicing a bold protest 
and warning to the new regime in Germany. It was 
then that Senator Millard E. Tydings offered his 
notable resolution to sever diplomatic relations with 
Germany, and speeches of protest were delivered by 
the late Senator Royal S. Copeland, Senator David 
I. Walsh, Senator Robert F. Wagner, and others. 
Through the Immigration and Naturalization Serv- 
ice, special provisions were made for the entrance of 
refugees from Germany on temporary visas and 
under other regulations. The Administration showed 
its attitude to Germany in different ways: its pro- 
posed barter arrangement with Germany was sud- 
denly cancelled, and the President announced this 
action at a press conference; Germany was removed 
from the group of nations which enjoyed certain 
favored treatment in commercial relations, and an 
order placed with Germany for a supply of steel was 
suddenly cancelled by the department involved. 

The efforts of American representatives in Ger- 
many to be of service to Jewish and other victims of 
the Nazi persecutions are recorded in many publica- 
tions and especially in Ambassador Doda’s Diary, 
by our last diplomatic representative in the Reich. 

On July 30, 1935, Representative Emanuel Celler 
had an interview with President Roosevelt touching 
upon the German-Jewish situation. That evening, 
at a protest meeting held at the Pythian Temple, 
under the auspices of the Federation of American 


. Jews of German Origin, Mr. Celler made the follow- 


ing statement: 


“I visited the White House this morning, I visited 
the President, and I am happy to tell you that he is in 
sympathy with meetings such as this. He wants you 
to protest. He is in accord with the aims and pur- 
poses of this meeting..... I know for a fact that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt has protested in the past, both to 
Schacht, head of the German Reichsbank, when he 
was in this country, and to the German Ambassador 
at Washington. He has summoned the German Am- 
bassador to the White House and told him what he 
thought.” 


At the White House press conference following 
this mass meeting, the President was asked about 
Mr. Celler’s statement and declined to comment on 
the subject, thus indicating his desire to let the state- 
ment stand as it was made. 
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On August 1, the New York Times carried a dis- 
patch from Washington with reference to the Bremen 
incident. One of several headlines over that article 
said, “President Lets Celler Statement Stand.” Among 


other things the correspondent then said: 

“It appears clear to diplomats that the President has 
resorted to the convenient expedient of domestic utter- 
ances in various forms to make clear his sympathy with 
the Jews and members of other faiths whose co- 
religionists in Germany are being persecuted. A for- 
mal protest through diplomatic channels might invite 
a response that he was interfering with domestic 
affairs of a friendly government....The position of 
the President has been set even if it has not been 
communicated formally to Chancellor Hitler.” 

From an address delivered by President Roosevelt 
at San Diego on October 2, 1935, I quote the fol- 
lowing: 

“Our national determination to keep free of foreign 
wars and foreign entanglements cannot prevent us 
from feeling deep concern when ideals and principles 
that we have cherished are challenged. 

“In the United States, we regard as axiomatic that 
every person shall enjoy the free exercise of his reli- 
gion according to the dictates of his conscience. Our 
flag for a century and a half has been the symbol of 
the principles of liberty, of conscience, of religious 
freedom and equality before the law, and these con- 
cepts are deeply ingrained in our national character. 
It is true that other nations may, as they do, enforce 
contrary rules of conscience and conduct. It is true 
that policies that may be pursued under flags other 
than our own, are beyond our jurisdiction. Yet, in 
our inner individual lives we can never be different 
and we assert for ourselves complete freedom to em- 
brace, to profess, to observe the principles for which 
our flag has so long been a lofty symbol.” 

On the occasion of the second anniversary of the 
University in Exile, established in 1934 in connec- 
tion with the New School of Social Research, and 
made up of a faculty of German professors, Jews 
and Christians, whom the Nazi regime had forced 
out of Germany, the President sent the following 
message addressed to Dr. Alvin Johnson, Director 
of the University: 


THE WHITE HOUSE 
Washington, D. C. 
January 14, 1936. 
My dear Doctor Johnson: 

Public duties unfortunately prevent my attendance 
at the dinner to which you have kindly asked me. 
But I should like to congratulate you and the Gradu- 
ate Faculty of Political and Social Science upon the 
successful completion of your first two years period 
and to tender my best wishes for a brilliant future. 

The principle which is symbolized by your Grad- 
uate Faculty, namely, freedom or scientific inquiry, 
untrammeled by religious or racial restrictions, is 
deeply rooted in the American tradition. Ever since 
the beginning of our Republic we have welcomed 
many men and women of ability and character from 
other countries, who had found their usefulness cut 
off by conditions which are alien to the American 
system. Some of our most famous patriots, scholars 
and scientists came to this country in 1848, The 
whole nation has been enriched, morally and materi- 
ally through the ability which they have placed at our 
service. 
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] am particularly gratified to learn that in your 
Graduate Faculty there are representatives of the three 
great religions, Protestant, Catholic and Jewish. It 
is one of the fundamental principles of true Ameri- 
canism that all religions are entitled to equal respect. 
Freedom of every man to worship God according to 
the mandates of his conscience implies his political, 
social and intellectual freedom which is the very 
foundation of our national life. 

Your graduate Faculty represents American ad- 
herence to the principles of intellectual freedom. I 
wish it every success in carrying, as it does, the torch 
of truth-seeking for the good of mankind. 

Very sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 


Speaking at Chautauqua on August 15, 1936, Mr. 
Roosevelt made the following remarks which apply 
directly to Germany and the Nazi theories of race 
and culture: 

“A dark old world was devastated by wars between 
religions. A dark modern world faces wars between 
fanaticisms in which are interwined race hatred.” 

The comments of the Nazi press on this remark 
the following day proved that they knew which na- 
tion was in the President’s mind when he made this 
observation. 

Similar expressions of protest and sympathy with 
Jews were sent by the President to a dinner on Jan- 
uary 3, 1935, in honor of Dr. James G. McDonald 
who had acted as League of Nations Commissioner 
for German Refugees, and to demonstrations of the 
American Jewish Congress and to a dinner of the 
United Palestine Appeal, held on May 24, 1936, to 
which the Hon. Harold L. Ickes, Secretary of the 
Interior, brought a ringing message from the Presi- 
dent, saying in part: 

“The President expresses through me to you, the rep- 
resentatives of a great virile race, the hope that calmer 
and more dispassionate judgment will prevail and as- 
serts the belief that the Government of the United 
States, in carrying out the will of the people, will ever 
give watchful care to the minorities within its borders, 
and will maintain inviolate those vital rights that are 
guaranteed by the Constitution, even to the most 
humble of our citizens.” 

Characteristic of the President’s admiration for the 
spiritual heritage of the Jews and especially his ap- 
preciation of the teachings of the prophets is the fol- 
lowing letter sent to The American Hebrew on May 
10, 1939: 

“After all, the majority of Americans, whether they 
adhere to the ancient teachings of Israel or accept the 
tenets of the Christian religion, have a common source 
of inspiration in the Old Testament. In the spirit of 
brotherhood we should, therefore, seek to emphasize 
all those many essential things in which we find unity 
in our common biblical heritage. 

“If we labor in that spirit, may we not hope to 
attain the ideal put forth by the prophet Micah: ‘And 
what doth the Lord require of thee but to. do justly 
and to love mercy and to walk humbly with thy God?’” 

On the rebuilding of the Jewish National Home- 
land in Palestine, President Roosevelt, next to the 
late President Wilson, has given expression to the 
warmest and most enthusiastic sentiments. These 
letters and messages were written on a number of 
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different occasions from October 31, 1930, in which 
as Governor of New York State he testified from 
personal observation at Paris as to what the Allied 
and Associated Statesmen intended to do at the Peace 
Conference of 1919, to October 15, 1944, when 
the President declared so emphatically for the estab- 
lishment of a democratic Jewish Commonwealth. 
(Several of his letters are embodied in the volume, 
America and Palestine, edited by Reuben Fink). 


If it was not given to him to complete the tasks to 
which he devoted his life, we who labored with him 
and had such ample proof of his steadfastness and 
devotion cannot do otherwise than believe that he 
kept the faith throughout and only waited for a 
better opportunity to fulfill his solemn pledges. 


* * * 


The termination of my work for the American 
Jewish Congress, devoted chiefly to the protection of 
Jewish rights abroad and extending over a period of 
nearly twenty years, coincided with the advent of 
F. D. R. as a candidate for the Presidency and a grow- 
ing demand for “another Roosevelt in the White 
House.” An old Zionist friend suggested that I 
ought to become associated with this movement and 
that by reason of my knowledge of the foreign lan- 
guage groups in the United States, with which I had 
for many years labored in the field of immigration 
and social welfare, I could best serve in the campaign 
by rallying the naturalized citizens to the Roosevelt 
banner. As one who was a devoted follower of 
Woodrow Wilson, this proposal appealed strongly 
to me. Nevertheless, it took me some time to adjust 
my mind to the thought of political activities. Before 
long, however, I found myself in the circle of the 
early supporters of the Governor of New York. 


My work in the campaign of 1932 led to activi- 
ties in several government departments in Washing- 
ton, including the National Emergency Council and 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service (then 
under the Department of Labor) and to continued 
association with the Democratic National Commit- 
tee which brought me back to New York for the 
campaigns of 1936 and 1940, on which occasions I 
again guided the efforts of the different racial and 
national groups in behalf of our candidate. It was 
not so easy to unify, conciliate, and appease the tem- 
peraments and tempers of a multitude of commit- 
tees representing different elements among the new 
citizens, with the inevitable clamors for more rec- 
ognition and opportunity than could ever be afforded 
them, but I somehow developed a certain aptness 
for adjusting differences. We got along pretty well 
with everybody, including a host of volunteers who 
not only wanted to write and speak and distribute 
literature for our ticket but who proposed to sing 
and dance and give performances and above all to 
compose music for our campaign. The number of 
songs, marches, and waltzes—all dedicated to F. D. R. 
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—which continued to arrive was quite appalling. 
The work, both in New York and Washington, in- 
volved much strain and exertion, but there were 
compensations in many pleasant and interesting as- 
sociations and especially in the meetings with “the 
Boss” himself, in New York and Washington. 


Quick in response, always ready in understand- 
ing, ever with happy and kindly phrase on his lips, 
the radiant and persuasive personality of the man 
immediately communicated itself to those who shared 
this privilege of personal contact. On several occa- 
sions I had the opportunity of discussing not only 
the social ideals for which he was striving, but also 
some matters of Jewish interest which were close 
to me. Once during a campaign when I said that 
even the Jews of Palestine would vote for him, he 
threw his head back and laughed heartily.. Then he 
grew serious and spoke of his feelings and hopes 
about the Pglestine enterprise. At the White House 
he invariably greeted his visitors with references to 
their particular interests and endeavors, always dis- 
playing his wide knowledge of what was going on 
and characterizing every effort in apt and telling 
manner. The letters were equally characteristic, 
showing quick grasp of everything that was done 
and warm appreciation of the efforts put forth. 


In Washington the circle of our political sup- 
porters and campaign workers extended to many 
outstanding persons engaged in government work. 
These included a group of Jewish citizens, which in 
comparison with the many thousands of official 
workers only amounted to a limited circle, but which 
Roosevelt haters and reactionaries always described 
as a vast horde of terrible adventurers who were tak- 
ing control of the country. The most extravagant 
slanderer of F. D. R. and his great work for America 
and humanity was of course the notorious Robert 
Edward Edmondson, who circulated those nefarious 
circulars and leaflets and charts listing the members 
of the “Jewish conspiracy.” I had the honor of being 
named as one of these conspirators, being listed with 
Congressman Sabath, Louis Kirstein, Mordecai Eze- 
kiel, Benjamin V. Cohen, etc., the role ascribed to 
me having been to undermine the government 
through the medium of the National Emergency 
Council. 


It is well to remember these dastardly attacks in 
order to recall all the obstacles that were placed in 
the path of the great leader. Time and subsequent 
events dispelled most of the false and fantastic asser- 
tions and innuendoes by which it was sought to 
block the march of progress. The triumphant ad- 
vance of the truth and the achievements of Franklin 
Roosevelt are bound in time to dissipate every remain- 
ing residue of bigotry and prejudice of the type here 
described. 
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The Jewish Case at San Francisco 


by Alexander S. Kohanski 


HAT the conference at San Francisco, based on 

the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, will omit from 
its agenda is of greater significance to postwar recon- 
struction of the Jews in Europe than what it proposes 
to discuss. The winning of peace is a three-fold proc- 
ess: victory over the enemy; armistice and peace set- 
tlement; and establishment of machinery for the 
future maintenance of international peace. The first 
two objectives have been the subpect of conversations 
and planning among the heads of the Great Powers 
and their Military High Commands at meetings in 
Quebec, Cairo, Teheran, and Yalta. The tentative 
agreements reached by the four Big Powers last Oc- 
tober at Dumbarton Oaks outline the structure and 
functions of an international organization for the 
maintenance of peace and security. They do not deal 
with the peace settlement—with reparations, new 
boundaries, punishment for war crimes, return and 
resettlement of displaced populations, and a host of 
other problems resulting from the war. 

One must bear in mind the specific nature of the 
Jewish position in Europe to realize its relation to the 
San Francisco program. This striking contrast should 
be noted: the San Francisco conference has in view a 
long-range plan that will become effective gradually; 
on the other hand, the condition of the Jews in Eu- 
rope is such that unless it is immediately improved, 
it may deteriorate beyond repair. No doubt, ultimate 
foundations of international security are essential to 
Jewish postwar rehabilitation as they are to the gen- 
eral reconstruction of war-torn Europe and the Far 
East. What is most essential to the Jews in Europe, 
however, is that their equal status (political, social, 
and economic) with the rest of the population be 
established without delay, so that they may share in 
the peace and security to come. 

In this respect, the long-range planning for world 
peace cannot be divorced from the effects of military 
victory and peace settlement; for the latter two ob- 
jectives, more than the first, have a direct bearing on 
the fate of European Jewry. What the armistice and 
the peace treaties will stipulate concerning the treat- 
ment of Jews will determine their survival. Quite as 
important will be the speed with which the stipula- 
tions are carried out. 

The Jewish case must therefore be presented in its 
entirety before the United Nations. Thus stated, it 
will not altogether fall within the purview of the 
conference at San Francisco; but it lies within the 
competence of the conferring powers that will be 
gathered there. San Francisco already has become 
the focal point of all postwar problems; not that they 
will be ironed out or even raised there in the course 
of negotiations, but they will be reflected in the mood 


and thinking of the negotiators. To be sure, one must 
be cautioned against unwarranted expectations, since, 
according to official pronouncements, the conference 
proposes only to build the machinery of international 
organization, leaving postwar questions for future 
settlement. However, the United Nations’ meeting 
in San Francisco will lay the foundation of world 
peace; therefore, whatever concerns the peace and 
security, if not the very life, of any group, should at 
least be given a proper hearing. 


Principles of Reconstruction 

In presenting the Jewish case before the United 
Nations, the diagnosis as well as the proposed solu- 
tions must be stated in terms of specific needs. Fail- 
ure to recognize the special conditions of post-war re- 
habilitation as regards European Jewry will cost many 
Jewish lives in addition to the toll taken by the Nazi 
hangmen. Furthermore, the time element is a most 
important factor in the process of rehabilitation, as 
it was in the attempts at rescue. 

These two principles of Jewish reconstruction—at- 
tention to specific needs and immediate action—have 
been advocated by the American Jewish Conference 
since its inception. They are derived from the grim 
reality of the Jewish position, as it prevailed in some 
countries before the advent of Hitler, and as it has 
been further deteriorated and spread throughout Eu- 
rope since his rise to power. One cannot escape the 
dread fact that the avowed German policy of extermi- 
nating the Jews has not only reduced their number in 
Europe to one-fourth of its pre-war total, and com- 
pletely dislodged them from all walks of life, but has 
created an atmosphere of anti-Jewish feeling that will 
make rehabilitation of the survivors a most difficult 
undertaking. This in itself shows the Jewish case to 
be unique, and those who ignore or deny its unique- 
ness do not help in the situation. 

One need only recall the ill-fated struggle for 
the rescue of European Jewry to realize that, unless 
specific and direct measures are applied without de- 
lay, rehabilitation will be thwarted as was rescue. It 
took almost superhuman efforts on the part of the 
American Jewish Conference and other organizations 
to persuade the democratic governments to warn the 
Axis power specifically on their extermination of 
Jews. When rescue was still possible on a large scale, 
some governmental authorities argued that to single 
out Jews for special consideration would sanction 
Nazi racial theories. All the while the axe of the 
Axis henchmen fell in swift successive strokes on Jew- 
ish heads. 

A common error prevailing among some well- 
intentioned advocates of the Jewish case is the notion 
that to accord special aid to Jews would jeopardize 
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their status of equality with their non-Jewish neigh- 
bors. There is nothing more fallacious than to accept 
this as a general rule. The Jews of Europe do not 
ask for privileges. They ask that they be given spe- 
cial assistance where special problems have been cre- 
ated for them, which are unlike the problems of other 
people—and that applies to the whole European con- 
tinent. Equality of treatment means equal differen- 
tiation of specific needs and particular circumstances 
and equal application of special measures wherever 
necessary. This principle is not only of practical sig- 
nificance, but also of great psychological import. 


Program of American Jewish Conference 

Spokesmen for the Jewish case before the United 
Nations will have to unfold the entire drama in its 
stark realism. The American Jewish Conference has 
formulated a program of specific recommendations, 
which it has submitted to our State Department, and 
which will be the basis for its presentations, together 
with those of other Jewries, at San Francisco. Not 
all aspects of this program will come within the 
jurisdiction of the San Francisco meeting. However, 
as indicated above, the question of Jewish rehabilita- 
tion must be viewed as a whole. 


Political Status The American Jewish Confer- 
ence advocates the adoption of an International Bill 
of Rights, and “the establishment of appropriate and 
adequate national and international machinery to se- 
cure the enforcement of these rights.” There is reason 
to believe that this question may be considered by the 
United Nations at San Francisco. The Dumbarton 
Oaks Agreement refers to “respect for human rights 
and essential freedoms” to be promoted by an Eco- 
nomic and Social Council. In this phrasing, however, 
there is no safeguarding clause and the Council has no 
power of enforcement. It is hoped the necessary mod- 
ifications will be incorporated in the final text of the 
United Nations Charter. 


Will such a Bill, even if provided with proper en- 
forcement machinery, be sufficient to safeguard the 
rights of Jews and other minorities in certain Euro- 
pean countries where even before the war discrimi- 
nation had been rampant? In the long run, an Inter- 
national Bill of Rights may be sufficient, depending 
upon how it is accepted and carried into effect by each 
state. But for the present, the restoration of rights to 
Jews in Europe is still an active issue. The American 
Jewish Conference proposes that the governments in 
all liberated areas “shall declare null and void, with 
retroactive effect, all discriminatory laws and mea- 
sures enacted against the Jewish population by the 
German civil and military authorities, their allies and 
satellites,” and shall restore to Jews “all the constitu- 
tional and [minority] treaty rights which they for- 
merly enjoyed.” As a more direct safeguard of rights 
to Jews, the Conference urges that “anti-Semitism, as 
an instrument of internal and international policy, be 
outlawed . . . by international conventions and na- 
tional legislation.” 
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War Crimes Punishment of war criminals has 
by now become an accepted principle, prerequisite to 
the establishment and maintenance of peace. What 
has not yet been admitted by the United Nations is 
that crimes committed by the Germans and their 
satellites against the Jewish people are singular and 
unprecedented and must therefore be singled out for 
trial and punishment. It was the Jewish people alone 
that the German powers and their allies publicly an- 
nounced their intent to annihilate. This aim and all 
acts whereby its achievement was sought, the Con- 
ference demands, should be expressly included among 
the war crimes to be made punishable by the United 
Nations. Furthermore, “in all trials of those guilty 
of crimes against civilian populations, criminal acts 
performed against Jews shall be duly specified as part 
of the indictment.” If these acts are not so specified, 
the criminals will not realize their guilt toward the 
Jewish people; the moral and psychological effect on 
the general population will thus be lost. The Con- 
ference considers it also essential to have “representa- 
tives of the Jewish people . . . officially admitted as 
friends of the court before the contemplated interna- 
tional prosecuting body and the international court 
for the trial of war criminals.” Similarly, representa- 
tives of local Jewish communities shall be admitted 
before the national courts. The eyes of the world will 
be turned on these tribunals, and the Jews must be 
given an opportunity to state their case where it is 
hoped justice will be done. 


Restitution of Property Restoration of Jewish 
property, it is generally recognized, will be fraught 
with tremendous difficulties. Not only are the Jew- 
ish losses, individual and collective, in Europe stupen- 
dous (conservatively estimated at six to ten billion 
dollars), but most of the extant property has been 
distributed among the indigenous populations or ex- 
ported under disguised non-Jewish ownership to 
neutral countries. Special uniform laws will have to 
be enacted in the respective states for adequate and 
speedy property restitution or indemnification to the 
Jews. Even then, the surviving claimants will face a 
process of litigations beyond their individual capaci- 
ties, and will require the aid of a representative and 
authorized Jewish body. There is, furthermore, looted 
and confiscated property for which there are no sur- 
viving claimants and which constitutes, alas, the bulk 
of Jewish losses. Is the Jewish community not en- 
titled to restitution or indemnification to be applied 
to the rebuilding of its ruins? The question of repa- 
rations will not be part of the San Francisco delibera- 
tions, but it has been already decided at the meeting 
in Yalta. Will the Jewish people share in reparations 
for the untold damages they have suffered at the 
hands of the Axis powers? 


In its statement on restitution of property, the 
American Jewish Conference calls attention to all 
the ramifications of this problem, and proposes spe- 
cific principles and methods of its solution. It recom- 
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mends particularly the establishment of “an Interna- 
tional Jewish Reconstruction Commission and Jew- 
ish national reconstruction commissions in the coun- 
tries concerned, . . . vested with all the powers neces- 
sary to procure the right to and payment of indem- 
nification to the Jewish people, Jewish bodies and 
individuals. . . .” It further requests, among other 
modes of restitution, “reparation for general damages 
caused by the Nazi aggressors and their satellites to 
the Jewish people, this reparation to be used in the 
rebuilding of Palestine as the Jewish National 
Home.” 


Displaced Persons Tragic as the fate of the Jews 
in Europe had been under Nazi domination, their 
wounds were reopened in each area after libera- 
tion. After the end of hostilities, when displaced 
populations start returning home and are repatriated 
or resettled, the tragedy of European Jewry will 
become manifest in its varied aspects. Are the suffer- 
ings of displaced Jews greater or different from those 


of the general dislocated populations? In emotional. 


quality they are the same. There are millions of 
other displaced persons—slave laborers, deportees, 
bombed-out families, and political refugees—whose 
plight is grave and who must be given immediate 
aid. What marks the plight of European Jews is 
that almost all of them have been displaced and that 
their prospects for return or resettlement are more 
complicated than those of other displaced persons. 
Jews constitute the bulk of stateless refugees, and 
are practically the only ones in the class of expro- 
priated. Many of them are in the peculiar category 
of enemy aliens or enemies, even though the coun- 
tries of their citizenship have exiled or denational- 
ized them. Emigration and resettlement will be the 
great problem of European Jewry after the cessation 
of hostilities, as has already become evident in many 
areas on the continent. 


Again, in stating the differentia of displaced Jews, 
no special privileges are sought. It is only requested 
that their special circumstances be taken into account. 
To solve the problem of the displaced, the American 
Jewish Conference calls upon the United Nations 
and the respective governments concerned to give 
political, financial, and moral aid, commensurate with 
the needs of European Jewry, in a spirit of equity 
and equality, and to grant them a proper place in 
the system of priorities that may be established by 
their agencies for relief and rehabilitation. Provision 
should be made for Jewish religious observances and 
ritual requirements. “Jews who are or have been 
citizens of Axis countries should not be considered 
or treated as enemies or enemy aliens,” but rather as 
“allies and friendly aliens.” Measures should be taken 
toward the elimination of the condition of stateless- 
ness. Displaced Jews who do not want to or cannot 
return to their former homes (there should be no 
forced return and no compulsory emigration) should 
be provided with new places of permanent settlement 
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and cared for in maintenance, transportation, and 
the initial stages of resettlement. Palestine, the Con- 
ference emphasizes, is most suited and best equipped 
to absorb large masses of Jews who are seeking new 
homes. 


Palestine Apart from the intrinsic values of the 
Jewish National Home and its relation to the Jewish 
people as a whole, the Palestine question must be 
viewed as an integral part of the whole problem of 
Jewish post-war reconstruction. As indicated above, 
immigration will be the pressing need of many Euro- 
pean Jews, whether by choice or circumstance. Where 
are the countries of immigration open to Jews? In 
the past decade thirty-odd schemes were proposed for 
Jewish colonization in every corner of the globe. 
They were all chimeras. Palestine, at the same time, 
absorbed three hundred thousand Jewish settlers. If 
the White Paper had not been nailed on the doors 
of the Jewish National Home, hundreds of thousands 
of Europe’s Jews who have gone to death would 
have been saved. The “Patria”, the “Struma” and the 
Island of Mauritius are indelible symbols of a peo- 
ple’s undoing. Will the surviving Jews of Europe 
be able to look more hopefully to Palestine, which 
for many, if not most, of them is the only salvation? 


The American Jewish Conference made clear its 
position on Palestine in a resolution adopted at its 
First Session. It calls “for the fulfillment of the Bal- 
four Declaration, and of the Mandate for Palestine, 
whose intent and underlying purpose, based on the 
‘historical connection of the Jewish people with Pa- 
lestine, was to reconstitute Palestine as the Jewish 
Commonwealth.” It demands the withdrawal of the 
1939 White Paper. The Jewish Agency for Pales- 
tine should be vested with the authority to direct and 
regulate immigration into Palestine and to develop 
the resources of the country for Jewish colonization 
and for the benefit of the land as a whole. “The 
Jewish people,” the resolution further states, “reaf- 
firms its readiness and desire for full cooperation 
with its Arab neighbors in Palestine, and in the work 
of its own national redemption, welcomes the eco- 
nomic and political development of the Arab peoples 
of the Near East.” The inviolability of the holy 
places of the various religions shall be guaranteed, 
as will be the preservation of the religious, linguistic, 
and cultural rights of the Arab population of Pales- 
tine and the civil and religious equality of all its 
inhabitants before the law. 


At San Francisco, the question of Palestine may 
not come up directly, but it will be involved in the 
discussion of a contemplated “territorial trusteeship.” 
In his recent statement to the press, Secretary of 
State Edward R. Stettinius, Jr. explained: “This trus- 
teeship structure [as a part of the general organiza- 
tion] ...should be designed to permit the placing 
under it of the territories mandated after the last war” 
and other dependent areas. “No discussion was had 
at Yalta or is contemplated prior to, or at, San Fran- 
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cisco regarding specific territories.” The idea of a 
Trusteeship Council for dependent territories, as part 
of the United Nations Charter, is also being spon- 
sored by many leaders of national peace-planning 
organizations in this country. Such a Council appa- 
rently, is to supplant the Permanent Mandates Com- 
mission of the League of Nations which has super- 
visory jurisdiction over mandated areas. There is, 
however, some opinion that Palestine, as an “A” 
mandate, may not come under the proposed trustee- 
ship. 

United Jewish Representation 

The paramount question now being raised is 
whether Jewish bodies will unite in their presenta- 
tions at San Francisco, and at other future meetings 
of the United Nations. The answer is that greater 
Jewish unity on postwar reconstruction and on Pal- 
estine has been attained in the past two years than 
ever before. Only, one has to beware of the perfec- 
tionists, who are not satisfied unless total unity is 
achieved. The same perfectionists would reject the 
Dumbarton Oaks Agreement because it does not 
prescribe a full recipe for all international ills. 

The fact is that the American Jewish Conference 
has succeeded in uniting the vast majority of Amer- 
ican Jews, through national organizations and com- 
munity delegates, on a common program of action. 
Much progress has also been made in bringing to- 
gether representatives of other Jewries for joint plan- 
ning and consultation. Representatives of the Con- 
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ference, speaking on behalt of American Jewry, of 
the Board of Deputies of British Jews, on behalf of 
English Jewry, and of the World Jewish Congress, 
acting in the name of Jewish communities and or- 
ganizations of some forty countries, will meet soon 
in New York City to form a joint committee for the 
presentation of a common program before the United 
Nations at San Francisco. Other Jewries have also 
been invited to this meeting and to participate in the 
future in the joint committee. Speaking and acting 
in concert, these three bodies are truly the spokesmen 
of the great majority of Jews in the world. On all 
questions relating to Palestine, the joint committee 
will cooperate with the Jewish Agency for Palestine, 
which is recognized under the mandate as the author- 
itative representative of the Jewish people. 
* * * 


The United Nations, gathering at San Francisco, 
will have an onerous task in shaping the instruments 
for the maintenance of future peace. We are all 
vitally interested in their success. Jews of this coun- 
try, together with all other Americans, are behind 
our Government in promulgating the Dumbarton 
Oaks proposals, and whatever improvements may be 
made at the United Nations’ conference, as a sound 
basis for a new world order. What Jews throughout 
the world ask, in addition, is that the Jewish case 
should not be forgotten now when the peace is in 
the making, as it had been forgotten and forsaken 
during the twelve years of Hitler terror and war. 


on- the - Main 


by Ernst Simon 


CCORDING TO a contemporary, Rabbi Eliezer 

ben Nathan of Mainz, the Jewish traders who 

went to the fairs of Frankfort-on-the-Main late in the 

12th century used to observe scrupulously all the 

- minutiae of the Law of Sabbath. Trade and wealth, 

piety and charity continued characteristic of the 

Frankfort Jewish community during its whole long 
history. 


That history may be divided into four main 
periods, all describing a common cycle in spite of the 
pronounced differences among them. The first 
period is from unknown beginnings until 1241, 
when the “first Jewish battle” took place and the 
whole community was wiped out. Five years later, 
in 1246, the survivors returned to the city and 
founded a community again, which existed for over 
a hundred years, until the “second battle of the 
Jews,” in 1349. There then ensued a dispute be- 
tween the city and the emperor as to which of them 
should have the right to protect the Jews and collect 
their taxes. In 1354 (again after an interval of five 
years), the Jews re-established their community in 


Frankfort. This, the third period ends with the ter. 
rible events of 1614, when the poor burghers under 
Vincent Fettmilch, revolting against the patricians, 
vented their fury on the Jews. After many of the 
Jews were killed and all their houses burned and 
their property looted, they were driven to the ceme- 
tery, where they were kept for a day while negotia- 
tions were carried on with Fettmilch. Finally they 
were allowed to leave. Two years later they returned 
with ceremony and Fettmilch was hanged. A “Purim 
of Fettmilch” festival was celebrated by the Jews of 
Frankfort until recently. The Fettmilch uprising typi- 
fies one of the tragic ironies of Jews history: though 
Jews with good reason were strongly attracted to 
movements of social reform and social revolution, 
they were repeatedly made the butt of such move- 
ments. The fourth and last period of the history of 
Frankfort Jewry was from 1618 to Hitler’s time. 
* * * 
For most of their history in Frankfort, the Jews 


lived in a ghetto, as did most of the Jews in Europe 
in the late Middle Ages and in the early modern era. 
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The young Goethe took a lively interest in the ghetto 
of his native town. In this he was probably not an 
exception, for there were many contacts between 
Jews and Christians in Frankfort despite the walls of 
the ghetto. As a boy, Goethe wrote a didactic novel, 
(intended to help in his language studies) in which 
each of the seven figures speaks in a different lan- 
guage. He had the youngest of the seven speak 
Juden-Deutsch. 


Later, Goethe developed an interest in Hebrew, in 
the Bible and Biblical criticism, in Jewish history, and 
finally in the Jews of his day. In the fourth book of 
Dichtung und Wahrheit the poet gives the following 
vivid description of his boyhood impression of the 
ghetto. 


“The congestion, squalor and hubbub, the sounds 
of an unlovely speech—all these made a most dis- 
agreeable impression, although I merely looked 
through the gate. It took a long time until I ven- 
tured to enter. Nor did I find it easy to go there a 
second time, after having escaped so many people who 
never tired of bargaining, offering or asking things. 
Moreover, the ancient legends about the cruelty of 
the Jews towards Christian children, such as we saw 
in the horrible pictures in Godfried’s Chronicles, still 
had their hold on the young mind, and even though 
the Jews were more favorably thought of and spoken 
of in more recent times, they were made to appear 
ludicrous by the large derisive picture which could 
still be seen fairly clearly on the arch under the 
bridge tower. For the picture was placed there not 
by some impudent individuals but by the public 
authorities. And yet they have remained the Chosen 
People, walking among us, in spite of their origin, 
as a memorial of olden times. Moreover, they are 
active, charitable, and even their obdurate adherence 
to their customs could only arouse my respect. Be- 
sides, the girls were pretty and if a Christian boy 
smiled at them, meeting them on a Sabbath day in 
the fish market, they were highly pleased.” Goethe 
relates that he visited the synagogue, witnessed a cir- 
cumcision, a wedding, and obtained an idea of the 
Succoth festival and was welcomed everywhere, be- 
cause, as he says, “those who introduced me or recom- 
mended me were well-known, influential people.” 
Despite his obvious attempt to be liberal and broad- 
minded, he could not credit the Jews with natural, 
spontaneous hospitality. 


Goethe was not the only Gentile to write about 
the Jews of Frankfort. During the eighteenth cen- 
tury this ghetto was almost the only source of in- 
formation about Jews for Christian writers. The two 
important works are Juedische Merkwuerdikeiten, in 
four volumes, by Johann Jakob Schudt and Judaism 
Exposed by Eisenmenger, an out-and-out anti-Semitic 
book whose publication the Jews of Frankfort man- 
aged for a long time to prevent by legal process. 


The Jews probably did not feel as unhappy in the 
ghetto as one would expect them to be. True, they 
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tried to get out of it, they found the congestion op- 
pressive. The growth of population and the limited 
space allowed the ghetto made it necessary to erect 
new storeys upon old buildings, and the tall edifices 
were often built diagonally so that a storey which 
seemed to belong to one building in fact belonged to 
the adjoining one. Ludwig Boerne relates that once, 
when he saw his cousin in the window of an upper 
storey, he waved to her and she answered; but when 
he came into the house to ask for her, he found he 
was in the wrong house. 


Yet the inner life of the Frankfort Jews was rich 
and full; though not devoid of conflicts. There were 
conflicts between different economic classes and even 
more acute conflicts between rival ruling families. 
The great religious movements in Judaism found a 
strong echo in the Frankfort ghetto, beginning with 
Cabbalah and the Sabbatai Zevi movement and go- 
ing to Khasidism and the Enlightenment (Haskalah). 


Mystical movements among Frankfort Jewry suf- 
fered the same fate as similar movements among the 
Christians of Frankfort. Just as the father of Prot- 
estant Pietism, Spener (who was minister in Frank- 
fort for twenty years, 1666-1686, where he founded 
Pietist circles causing a religious controversy) and 
von Zinzendorf early in the eighteenth century, and 
the sect of the “Inspirierte,’” were all driven from the 
city, so the many mystic sects in Judaism met with 
strong opposition on the part of the communal lead- 
ers in the ghetto. 


Among the rabbis of Frankfort were some of the 
greatest leaders of Jewish mysticism, including 
Naphthali Cohen, who was expelled from the city 
limits in 1711 for allegedly having caused a fire by 
his Cabbalistic practices. In 1735 Moses Khayim 
Luzzato was compelled to make a pledge before the 
Rabbinical Court at Frankfort that he would refrain 
from teaching Cabbalah. The ban of excommunica- 
tion was lifted from the Cabbalist Nathan Adler for 
this same offense only a few days before Rabbi 
Nathan’s death, in 1800. A curious fact is that the 
presiding judge of the tribunal which pronounced 
the ban was himself a Cabbalist and a Khasid, a dis- 
ciple of the great Preacher of Mezerich, but a man 
who was careful not to air his views publicly in 
Frankfort. The strife between the mystics and their 
opponents may have been the reason why one of the 
greatest Talmudic scholars in Frankfort left the city 
at the early age of nineteen. This was the famous 
Rabbi Moses Sofer, later Rabbi of Pressburg (Bratis- 
lava), who studied under both of the men referred to 
above—the excommunicator and the excommuni- 
cated. He was always proud of his Frankfort antece- 
dents and, even as rabbi of Pressburg, he used to sign 
his name as “Moses Sofer of Frankfort.” 


The intimate features of ghetto life naturally 
could not be known or appreciated by outsiders, even 
by a man like Goethe. And yet Goethe had a greater 
appreciation of some aspects of the Frankfort ghetto 
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than either Heine or Boerne, both Jews. Once as the 
two walked through the Judengasse, Boerne, a native 
of the Frankfort ghetto, sighed and remarked: “Look 
at this lane, and then tell me that the Middle Ages 
had romance!” Heine thought to himself: “True, 
these houses appeared to wish to tell me wistful tales, 
but rather well-known tales which had better be for- 
gotten.” At that time one could hear from one of the 
windows the voice of Reb Khaim chanting: “By the 
rivers of Babylon, there we sat, yea, we wept as we 
remembered Zion.” And that very evening the street 
was radiant with the light of the Hanukka candles, 
which shone, among other houses, out of that be- 
longing to Gedule, the widow of Meir Anshel Roth- 
schild, who insisted on living in the ghetto to the 
end of her days. Many Jews, like Rothschild’s widow, 
preferred to live where their forefathers had lived for 
generations, and the section remained one of the 
Jewish centers in Frankfort even after the abolition 
of the ghetto in 1811. 


The full emancipation of the Frankfort Jews did 
not come until much later than in most German 
Cities, for it was granted and withdrawn several times. 
Thus Boerne himself was appointed to a clerical posi- 
tion in the municipality in 1811, but was deprived of 
it in 1814 when a reaction set in. Only in 1864, two 
years before Frankfort ceased to be a Free City and 
was annexed to Prussia, did the emancipation of the 
Jews become final. And yet the Jews of Frankfort 
loved their city, and it is told of the rabbi, Samson 
Raphael Hirsch, that on the first Sabbath after the 
forced annexation he refused to recite the prayer for 
the King. He was himself a native of Hamburg, 
which was also a Free City. 


With the breaking down of the ghetto walls came 
a tremendous increase in the Jewish population and 
a marked improvement in their economic situation. 
In 1807, at the first emancipation, there were in 
Frankfort some 4,300 Jews; in 1881 there were 14,- 
000; in 1932 some 30,000. Though never a popu- 
lous Jewish community, Frankfort Jewry was nearly 
always prosperous and played an important part in 
the economic life of this important trading city. This 
was especially the case in the nineteenth century, the 
century of the rise of the House of Rothschild which 
has its origin in Frankfort, and always retained a 


bond with the city. 


The Rothschilds built hospitals and synagogues in 
Frankfort, were active in the cause of the emancipa- 
tion of Frankfort Jewry, and were regarded as the 
representatives of the community among non-Jews. 
Many of the stories told about the Rothschilds illus- 
trate their qualities as proud Jews. It is said that 
Charles refused to kiss the Pope’s hand when the 
latter asked him for a loan; Lionel insisted on taking 
his oath in the British Parliament on a Hebrew 
Bible; the Rothschilds of Paris made the Czarist gov- 
ernment restore the confiscated property of the revo- 
lutionary nobleman, Herzen. 
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The Frankfort Jews were proud of the Rothschilds 
and of the other wealthy Jews who left their city for 
foreign parts— Jacob Schiff, the Warburgs and 
others. The Jews of Frankfort were very charitable 
and their tradition of private and public philanthropy 
was carried to other lands by those who left their 
native city. One of these, Jacob Schiff, was the founder 
of the Joint Distribution Committee. 


In politics and the arts and sciences, too, the Jews 
of Frankfort took a prominent part. That Frankfort 
never became the seat of a modern institution of 
higher Jewish learning is no doubt due to the fact 
that the city did not get a university until quite late 
(1914): the students of rabbinical seminaries were 
expected to attend university. But Frankfort did have 
traditional yeshivas (Talmudic academies). Frank- 
fort Jews who wished to study at modern seminaries 
went elsewhere. Abraham Geiger went to Berlin; 
Isaac Heinman went to Breslau. The city of Goethe 
and Wagner, Klinger and Boerne, was essentially a 
bourgeois town, which was comparatively little con- 
cerned with cultural institutions. The Jews of Frank- 
fort were as bourgeois as their Christian neighbors. 
Nevertheless Frankfort became the seat of one of the 
finest German daily newspapers, the Frankfurter 
Zeitung, which was founded by a Bavarian Jew, Leo- 
pold Sonnemann, a Social Democrat. The famous 
Dr. Paul Ehrlich was a Frankfort Jew and was buried 
in the Frankfort Jewish cemetery. Among the Jew- 
ish professors in the newly founded Frankfort Uni- 
versity of 1914, was the sociologist Franz Oppenhei- 
mer, whose disciples later founded the Institute for 
Social Research (now in New York). 


The second half of the nineteenth century saw a 
transformation in the spirit of Frankfort Jewry which 
is unique in Jewish history. Frankfort became the 
city of Jewish “penitents” and the center of a new 
type of Jewish Orthodoxy. The beginnings of that 
transformation were in the invitation extended by a 
group of eleven Orthodox Jews, who were not even 
organized as a congregation, to Samson Raphael 
Hirsch of Nicholsburg, to come and serve as their 
spiritual mentor. All they had at the outset was a 
lease on a few rooms to be used for services. Out of 
this small nucleus Hirsch created the large congrega- 
tion of Adath Yeshurun with its many philanthropic 
and educational institutions. Hirsch was almost the 
first Orthodox Jewish leader to introduce systematic 
Jewish schooling for girls. Hirsch also created the 
first international organization of Orthodox Jews. 
But more than that: he fashioned the peculiar type 
of the Frankfort Jew—of the Jew combining mod- 
ern education and a modern European style of life 
with orthodox faith and observance. 


In order to protect this type from being coerced by 
the Reformist majority, Hirsch conceived the idea, 
for which he obtained legal sanction in 1876, of 
separate Jewish communities organized on a “denom- 
inational” basis. The idea was not an unmixed bless- 
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ing. In its day Hirsch’s innovation caused a violent 
reaction. Some orthodox rabbis ruled that it was not 
only permissible but obligatory for traditional Jews 
to remain within the official over-all Jewish commu- 
nity, so long as their religious needs were satisfied. 
The official Frankfort community engaged the Or- 
thodox Rabbi Horwitz of Gnesin to minister to ob- 
servant Jews, and the struggle between the Orthodox 
Jews affiliated with the community and the dissidents 
of Hirsch’s communion waxed violent. 


Horwitz, who was an excellent organizer, died in 
1910 and was succeeded by Nehemiah Zvi Nobel. 
One of the greatest religious preachers of his day, 
Nobel had a remarkable influence until his death in 
1922, at the age of fifty. Our generation generally 
does not care for preaching. There is a deep cause for 
this: true preaching expresses an existent life of faith, 
firmly based on revealed and written sources. Our 
generation suspects most preachers of having re- 
tained merely the outer form of the art, without its 
living meaning. When Nobel preached we sensed 
the immediacy of faith. It was right for him to 
preach, for when he did, his expressions came from 
those springs whose ever-renewed sources alone jus- 
tify that queer literary form. Let me quote what 
Franz Rosenzweig said about Nobel’s preaching: 
“What is it, really? I have no simile for it. Only one 
very great thing may be mentioned. Thoughts— 
which I, too, could have achieved; expressions, which 
others could have matched. But there is something 
more, of the essential things, a sort of devotion of 
the whole man. There is no word that does not ring 
true in that mouth. He prays as one thought men 
prayed only thousands of years ago, when the great 
prayers were formed. He speaks to the people as one 
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imagines only the prophets were permitted to speak. 
How happy I am that I am her.e” 


The third great figure of modern Frankfort Jewry, 
following Hirsch and Nobel—and the greatest of all 
—was Franz Rosenzweig. When he came to Frank- 
fort, he brought with him great gifts: his studies in 
worldly science and the book of his life, his Jewish 
philosophy—Die Stern der Erloesung—‘The Star of 
Redemption.” But in Frankfort he created a new in- 
stitution, the Free Jewish Academy: not “free” de- 
spite its Jewishness, but “free” and “Jewish” at once. 
The Academy comprehended men of all shades of 
belief, whose nuances were harmonized with the 
hand of a master composer. There Nobel delivered 
his wonderful lectures on Rabbinical law (Halakhah) 
and his romantic and, in our eyes, slightly dubious 
lectures—on Goethe, Seligmann. The excellent lib- 
eral rabbi spoke on the spirit of the Jewish legend 
(Agadah). The most orthodox spoke there, but also 
Martin Buber — on Khasidism and on Judaism and 
Christianity, subjects he revealed in an altogether 
new light. And together with the freedom of affirm- 
ative and comprehensive tolerance, there was another 
sort of freedom which prevailed there—one not easy 
to delineate: it was the freedom of the uninstructed. 
Yet, it was an academy for the uninstructed, and to 
some extent of the uninstructed, who not only 
studied, but sometimes taught there, side by side with 
accomplished scholars. I myself lectured there, over 
twenty years ago, on Jewish history; and I feel sure 
that they were not the worst of my lectures. Rosen- 
zweig knew well how to use to good advantage the 
enthusiasm and imagination with which a man draws 
near to a great and new subject. It was this which 
gave wings to the spirit of the uninstructed, many of 
whom, to be sure, did not long remain in that 
category.... 


The International Red Cross Was Silent 


by S. Z. Kantor 


HEN FUTURE. HISTORIANS are able to 
analyze the circumstances which made_pos- 
sible the annihilation of one-third of the Jewish peo- 
ple—the bulk of European Jewry—as well as the 
barbarous slaughter of untold masses of other civil- 
ians during the-Second World War, there is one set 
of problems which will give them the greatest diffi- 
culty: Where was the enlightened, civilized world, 
particularly the humane, neutral influences, while all 
this was going on? Where, above all, was the Inter- 
national Red Cross Committee? For the IRCC has a 
specific obligation, owing to its essential character as 
laid down in its statutes, to safeguard the hard-won 
principles of civilized conduct in war-time. . 
The International Red Cross Committee must not 
be confused with the American National Red Cross, 


for example, whose spectacular work within its own 
sphere will be for ever praised and admired, The 
International Red Cross Committee consists of twen- 
ty-five members, of whom five are honorary mem- 
bers. The Committee is recruited by co-optation. Its 
members are all Swiss citizens. The Committee is in 
constant contact with the Red Cross Societies in fifty- 
seven countries. 

The function of the International Committee has 
been, among other things, to watch over the observ- 
ance of fundamental Red Cross principles and the 
obligatory provisions of the Geneva Conventions, 
and to denounce breaches of the Conventions and 
urge Governments to. secure their observance; to 
create international agencies in war-time for the 
relief of suffering, especially prisoners of war, and 
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for providing information and means of communica- 
tion between prisoners and their families; to visit 
prisoners’ camps and give prisoners such moral aid 
as they require; to act as a voluntary medium, both 
in peace and war, between governments, peoples, 
and groups of different nationalities, with a view to 
providing or facilitating mutual humanitarian assist- 
ance and relief for war sufferers and the victims of 
disease and disaster of all kinds. In view of the 
special functions of the International Red Cross Com- 
mittee (IRCC), not only with respect to prisoners 
of war but also to civilian internees and other war 
victims, one cannot but be struck by the peculiar atti- 
tude adopted by the Committee in the face of the 
wholesale extermination of civil populations. 


Civilian internees (deportees) are entitled to at 
least the same rights as prisoners of war. It is the 
common opinion of all international jurists that 
every individual who is deprived of his liberty, not 
for a specific crime but for military or political 
reasons, has a claim to be treated at least as well as 
prisoners of war: to be provided with the same 
lodgings and food as the depot (domestic) troops 
of the captor, and to be permitted to send and receive 
a certain number of letters and parcels per month. 
All forms of corporal punishment, confinement in 
premises not lighted by daylight, and, in general, all 
forms of cruelty whatsoever, particularly collective 
penalties for individual acts, are prohibited. 


A special mandate to watch over the protection 
of all victims of persecution has been entrusted to 
the International Red Cross Committee by all Inter- 
national Red Cross Conferences held since 1921. All 
Governments which are parties to the Geneva Con- 
ventions (including Germany) participate in the 
deliberative vote of such Red Cross Conferences, or 
at least are entitled thereto. Therefore, this special 
mandate gives evidence of the existence of an inter- 
national customary law and usage as to the treatment 
of civilian internees, deportees, and hostages. The 
special mandate granted to the IRCC refers to relief 
work not only for civilian internees, deportees, and 
hostages of enemy nationality, but also for national 
or domestic civilian internees, deportees, and hos- 
tages, in all cases of civil war or social disturbances. 
In this regard the 14th Resolution of the 10th Inter- 
national Red Cross Conference (1921) is of particu- 
lar importance. The Resolution was recalled and 
confirmed by all the subsequent International Red 
Cross Conferences of 1923, 1925, 1928, 1930 and 
1934, and finally by the 16th Conference of London 
(1938). This Conference requested the Interna- 
tional Committee and the national Red Cross Socie- 
ties “to endeavor to obtain... humane treatment for 
all political prisoners... respect of the life and liber- 
ty of non-combatants,” facilities for the transmission 
of news of a personal nature and for the reunion of 
families, and effective measures for the protection 
of children. 
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By the 14th Resolution the Red Cross proclaims 
that it is above all political and social conflicts, all 
creeds, races, classes and nations; it states its right 
and its duty to do relief work in case of civil war, or 
social and revolutionary disturbances. The Red Cross 
recognizes that all victims of civil war and the above- 
mentioned disturbances without exception are en- 
titled to be assisted, according to the general prin- 
ciples of the Red Cross. This expression “disturb- 
ances” certainly covers the National Socialist and 
Fascist revolutions, and all racial, religious, and na- 
tional persecutions. The term “all victims without 
any exception” certainly covers all victims of Axis 
persecution within the bounds of Germany and her 
allied countries who have been exposed to any kind 
of suffering because of their political conviction, their 
race or creed. 


It is true that it is the national Red Cross Society 
of the country where civil war or disturbances break 
out which is primarily obligated to give the necessary 
assistance to all victims impartially. However, in case 
the national Red Cross Society, by its own admission, 
cannot undertake the entire relief work alone, it must 
take into consideration an appeal for assistance to 
foreign Red Cross Societies. It must address its re- 
quest to the IRCC, which in turn has to obtain the 
consent of the government in whose country this 
situation exists and then organize the relief work by 
appealing to foreign relief organizations. If the gov- 
ernment refuses its consent, the IRCC must issue a 
public exposé of the facts, based upon the documents 
referring thereto. 


When because of the dissolution of a national Red 
Cross Society, or because of the incapacity or the ill- 
will of that Society, unalleviated sufferings impera- 
tively require relief, the International Committee has 
the right and duty to insist that authority to conduct 
relief work be delegated to any other national Red 
Cross Society. If the authorities of the country refuse 
to allow this to be done, the IRCC issues a public 
exposé of the facts based upon the documents refer- 
ring thereto. 


All International Red Cross Conferences have 
drawn the attention of all nations, of all govern- 
ments, and all political, national, and other parties 
to the fact that the status of civil war (social and 
revolutionary disturbances) cannot justify the viola- 
tion of the law of nations. Furthermore all Con- 
ferences have condemned the system of political hos- 
tages and insisted upon the non-responsibility of fam- 
ilies and especially of children for the actions of their 
heads or other members of families. 


It is notorious that Germany and her Allies have 
denied to the civilian internees of the occupied coun- 
tries and to Jewish internees who are nationals of 
the occupied or of Axis and satellite countries the 
minimum treatment to which they are entitled, as 
set down in the Geneva War Prisoners Convention. 
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In all cases of internment, deportation, and taking 
of hostages in which the victims do not enjoy the 
assistance of any Protecting Power, the IRCC, by the 
rules of international customary law, by the “com- 
mon law of international decency”, by the above 
mentioned 14th Resolution, and by the categorical 
requirement of Red Cross “Caritas”, was duty-bound 
to intervene in their favor and to secure them the 
benefits of the Prisoners of War Convention or of 
the “common law of international decency.” Specifi- 
cally, it should have secured for them the services 
of the Central Agency of Information regarding War 
Prisoners; the letter and parcel service; the usual 
relief work; it should have ofganized visits to their 
camps by its delegates; accepted and examined all 
individual and general complaints and petitions, 
based on press reports or communications of humani- 
tarian organizations or reliable private individuals; 
and finally it should have secured for these unfor- 
tunates the protection of their life and health. The 
IRCC is the guardian of the principle of the 14th 
Resolution which states that the law of nations must 
be safeguarded “at any cost.” 


The catastrophe of millions of victims of Germany 
and her Allies is undeniable; mass murders, deporta- 
tions, starvation and unheard of tortures are reported. 
More than 20,000,000 victims are concerned. At 
the same time, it is beyond any doubt that, within the 
territories of the signatories of the Geneva Conven- 
tions, all war prisoners and civilians who are na- 
tionals of Germany and her Allies have from the 
beginning been granted the full enjoyment of all the 
benefits of international conventions, international 
customary law, and international usages regarding 
their treatment and situation. They are assisted not 
only by Protecting Powers but also by the delegates 
of the IRCC. 


Nevertheless, the IRCC has not visited the intern- 
ment and death camps, prisons or deportation centers, 
in which millions of the unfortunate civilian victims 
of Germany and her allies have been detained, tor- 
tured, and butchered, with the exception of some 
refugee camps in France, Croatia, Hungary, and 
Italy. No Axis power has opened the internment 
and death camps, prisons or deportation centers to 
visits or for any relief work of the International Com- 
mittee. There is a sole exception to be reported re- 
garding the arrival in Theresienstadt of a shipment 
of prunes, dried vegetables and condensed milk 
(made by the Commission mixte de la Croix-Rouge 
Internationale in September 1943). The negative 
evidence of inactivity and official reticence on the 
part of the International Red Cross Committee when- 
ever it was a question of civilian internees, deportees, 
and hostages is derived from an examination of the 
reports of IRCC delegates published in the Revue 
Internationale de la Croix-Rouge. Although there 
are reports concerning the reception of delegates of 
the Committee and of national Red Cross Societies 
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in Bulgaria, Rumania, Slovakia, and at Geneva, or 
concerning a visit to a military prison in Germany 
where prisoners of war sentenced for specific crimes 
were detained, there is no mention of any visit to the 
internment and death camps, prisons or deportation 
centers; of any conference aimed at making such 
visits possible, or of any special intervention in favor 
of these outlaws—innocent hostages and the like— 
or of any reports dealing with the situation of the 
defenseless victims of Axis persecution, “based upon 
the documents referring thereto.” 


However, in the July 1943 edition of the official 
Revue internationale de la Croix-Rouge the denial 
to millions of victims of Axis persecution of the min- 
imum treatment as prisoners of war is tacitly ap- 
proved, in merely recording the fact that admini- 
strative evacuations, mass and individual deporta- 
tions, and the seizure of hostages have shown an 
increase which is in relationship to the “extension of 
the technical principles of total war.” Without tak- 
ing into consideration the general validity of inter- 
national customary law or of the common law of 
decency, the incorrect statement is made that “inter- 
national law is wanting, and in theory and in practice 
even shows a retrograde development.” 


It is difficult to understand why the IRCC should 
be of the opinion that the generally recognized and 
practiced international customary law and the com- 
mon law of international decency ceases to be law 
as far as it refers to administrative evacuations, mass 
and individual deportations, and the seizure of hos- 
tages, simply because of the “extension of the tech- 
nical principles of total war.” The only reason which 
is advanced by the IRCC is that a small group of 
nations, Germany and her allies, persist in violating 
the international customs which have become cus- 
tomary law by virtue of their general recognition 
and practice, and which are scrupulously observed 
by the Allied Powers, who represent the overwhelm- 
ing majority of the family of nations. This interna- 
tional customary law cannot be abrogated by the 
unlawful capture and execution of hostages, nor can 
a new customary law of mass or individual deporta- 
tion, mass or individual starvation, be created by the 
mass crimes of Germany and her allies. Passivity 
and resignation have proved to be the worst defense 
against such flagrant violations of the “natural rights 
of man,” to which the International Committee ap- 
pealed in a statement of July 24, 1943. 


In the face of the murder and torture of an es- 
timated 20,000,000 innocent victims, among them 
approximately 5,000,000 Jews, all civilized men 
have the right to know whether or not the obliga- 
tory rules of the 14th Resolution have been observed. 
As we noted, the national Red Cross Society of each 
country is under the primary obligation to give the 
necessary assistance to all victims impartially, and 
when necessary to address requests for foreign as- 
sistance to the International Committee. The latter 
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has to organize the relief work and, if the respective 
Government refuses its consent, has to issue 4 “pub- 
lic exposé of the facts based upon the documents re- 
ferring thereto.” Nevertheless, the IRCC declared 
on January 16, 1945, that it had not published the 
information in its possession, allegedly, because “this 
is essentially in the interest of the internees them- 
selves, and in order to obviate a reduction in the 
Committee’s means of action, through any inoppor- 
tune publication of facts.” 

There is no resolution of the International Red 
Conferences by which, in contradiction to the 14th 
Resolution, the Committee would have been author- 
ized to withhold publication of facts. The Red Cross 
Conferences held from 1921 to 1938 did not confer 
upon the Committee the authority to decide whether 
such information may be published or not. The duty 
of publication is a compulsory one. And for good 
reasons: In cases of such flagrant violations of in- 
ternational law the conscience of the entire civilized 
world must be aroused. No concealment and no 
appeasement can be of any practical value; there is 
only the one indefeasible duty of publication and no 
choice between “opportune” and “inopportune” pub- 
licity. If the International Red Cross Committee had 
issued a “public exposé of all the facts based upon 
the documents referring thereto,” if it had informed 
the civilized world of repeated refusals to allow 
visits to the death camps of Treblinka, Oswiecim, 
Mauthausen, Birkenau, Majdanek, Buchenwald, etc., 
of refusals to allow letter and parcel service, of the 
cutting off of all intercourse of the internees and 
deportees with the International Committee and their 
relatives, if it had published all these cruel facts, 
instead of keeping them in its secret archives, a 
world-wide storm of indignation would have broken 
Out, at a time when the prevention of the terrible 
crimes committed by the war criminals (who the 
Committee euphemistically calls the “authorities de- 
taining deportees and internees in concentration 
camps’) might still have been possible. It is worth 
mentioning that, on the occasion of the disturbances 
in Ireland (1923) and the Spanish riots and civil 
wars, the International Committee secured strict ob- 
servance of the rules of the 14th Resolution. 

According to Article 2 of the Prisoners of War 
Convention, reprisals against prisoners of war are 
forbidden. But even if measures of reprisal ought 
not generally to be taken against prisoners of war 
because of illegal acts committed by their govern- 
ment, it is at least a moot point whether such re- 
prisals are not permissible if illegal acts are directed 
against prisoners of war taken from the other bel- 
ligerent. Germany, in the case of the alleged shack- 
ling of Germany prisoners of war, took reprisals. 


But why has the IRCC not tried to enforce the grant- . 


ing of the minimum benefits of letter and parcel 
service and Red Cross visits to the interned and de- 
ported people by threatening or carrying out the 
suspension of these services to Axis war prisoners 
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and civilian internees, all the more since the Inter- 
national Red Cross Committee is not even a direct 
party of the Prisoners of War Convention and “re- 
prisals” can only be taken by (and under the Conven- 
tion (Article 2) are only forbidden to) sovereign 
States? It is generally felt that the mere announce- 
ment of such reprisals, or rather counter-measures, 
would have caused a full reversal of the attitude of 
Germany and her Allies. 

The suppression of facts by the IRCC has given 
a sense of security and impunity to all war criminals. 
The Germans have been very assiduous in destroying 
every trace of their crimes, burning the death camps, 
killing foreign witnesses of the mass murders, and 
the like. Therefore a public campaign, initiated by 
the issuance of the “public exposés of the facts based 
upon the documents referring thereto” by the Com- 
mittee would have been “essentially in the interest 
of the internees themselves.” 

It cannot be denied that in spite of this prudence 
and discretion millions were victimized, and in re- 
turn for this complacency not more than one report 
concerning a food shipment to the camp of Theresi- 
enstadt could be published. But another point must 
also be taken into consideration: The International 
Red Cross Committee is obligated to publish all its 
information and to produce all respective documents 
in order to enable the United Nations to carry out 
the punishment of all war criminals and their ac- 
complices in the atrocities and mass murders. In 
the category of war criminals belong the leaders of 
the Axis Red Cross Societies who were and are re- 
sponsible for the observance of Red Cross principles 
and particularly the compulsory rules of the 14th 
Resolution, agreed to by themselves and their Gov- 
ernments. Under these circumstances international 
courts will hardly accept the Committee’s plea of 
discretion. 


Meeting the Quakers 


by Jacob Picard 


FEW MONTHS AGO, the press, in great 

detail, reminded us of the three hundredth an- 
niversary of William Penn. He was commemorated 
as the founder of the Quaker movement—although 
it had been in existence before him, and not only 
in English-speaking countries—and especially as the 
man who had established the three American states 
of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and New Jersey. We 
were, thus, abundantly informed about his life, his 
character, and his position in the history of this 
country—where he lived only a few years, however. 
But all too little was said about what links him, a 
scion of seventeenth century, English nobility, with 
the present representatives of his faith. All too lit- 
tle was said about the religious spirit of the Friends, 
a theme so necessary for understanding his nature 
and that of his followers. 
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Yes, much too little was said of the present vital- 
ity of William Penn’s teachings, in the various 
memorials and celebrations. In our own, Jewish 
circles the occasion itself was almost completely 
overlooked, although it should have been our par- 
ticular duty, especially at «is time, to remember it. 
To be quite specific: we had a special reason, for, as 
a community, we are under special obligation to the 
present-day heirs of William Penn, the American 
Friends, or Quakers, and we owe them a debt of 
gratitude; gratitude for a spiritual attitude that stems 
precisely from William Penn, and which was the 
reason why so many Jewish people have been helped 
in these difficult days. Many a life has been saved 
by them. Timely assistance was given to these res- 
cued through humane counsel as well as by provid- 
ing shelter, and especially work, thus lightening the 
burden of living in the strange country to which the 
refugee had fled. And this was done, without any 
thought of reward or recognition, for human beings 
belonging to a group of foreign exiles. It was done 
out of a deep seated religiously-moral feeling of 
duty, which has its origin in the Quaker idea of the 
basic unity of the human race—an idea which is so 
much our own, Jewish, idea. 

Here, then, is a report of one who has had the 
practical experience of living with the followers of 
the great and good William Penn. Having escaped 
from Germany in 1940, it was my privilege to ben- 
efit personally in a material and, even more, in a 
spiritual sense by this influence, whith is today prob- 
ably more alive than ever. 

As soon as one begins to live with these people 
he becomes aware of the true sympathy they show 
for the character of the other, the fellow-man—a sort 
of intellectual and spiritual attitude one had missed 
for a long time, if ever encountered before at all. 
One had known, of course, that it was a religious 
organization of a special kind, but, after all, all signs 
had indicated no more than an ordinary group dedi- 
cated to charitable purposes. There is far more; 
there is the deeply religious attitude of a not very 
large, but chosen group of human beings, primarily 
in this country—but not only here—which exerts a 
spiritual and moral influence far beyond its own 
circle. And, this must be emphasized—I have never 
before had the experience of non-Jewish persons 
speaking so much and in such an exclusively positive 
manner of our religion and our Jewish laws, even 
recognizing them almost without reservation as the 
basis for their own faith and feeling, although the 
central character of their faith is Jesus, the mediator. 

Charity, geméilut khasadim, is still custom and 
rule in this undogmatic religious world, more so than 
our own books prescribe; or better: what the Scrip- 
tures say is really being fulfilled here. The Quaker 
faith and conception of God, so basically and ex- 
pressly different from that of the Catholics and Prot- 
estants, is, to be sure, the concern of the individual, 
ever new and experienced by him individually in a 
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mystical manner. Thus, it is possible for us to par- 
ticipate in the meetings of the Quakers, without ob- 
ligation and with exaltation, in their bare, undec- 
orated assembly rooms. The principal characteristic 
of these divine services is the mutual silence, the 
listening within one’s self, the meditation, but also 
the spoken report of religious experience, attainable 
by anyone without the mediation of clergy. 


Mystical experience is the fundamental happen- 
ing in the life of the Quaker. For this reason, the 
subject must be enlarged upon: God is within all of 
us; therefore, every fellow-man must be met by his 
other fellow-man in the appropriate way. No vio- 
lence against him; every other man’s life is unre- 
servedly sacred. Do good only to others, of course. 
It is from these motives that Quakers are conscien- 
tious objectors who decline to serve in war from in- 
nermost conviction. 

In these religious fundamentals they show their 
relationship to the great mystical personages of the 
past, as, for instance, Eckhart, the Catholic, and Jacob 
Boehme, in Germany, the Protestant,—and also to 
Spinoza. Rufus Jones, the great present leader of the 
Quakers, refers expressly to them in his significant 
essay, “Mystical Experience” (The Atlantic Monthly, 
May, 1942): “... I am convinced that at its highest 
and best it (the mystic’s experience) is a pathway 
to the truth of life and the reality of God. I believe 
and I am persuaded that mind as self-conscious spirit 
has, as it emerges into being, brought with it some- 
thing whose essential aspects are akin to eternal re- 
ality, that like knows like, and that, however far in- 
land we may be from the shores of the fatherland, 
ever the twain—spirit with Spirit—may meet.” 

And further: “. . . the truth which the mystic 
sees cannot be objectified and expressed in concepts 
and so passed on, as the discovery of a lode of iron 
ore or of gold deposit could be communicated. What 
happens rather is that the direct contact with the 
fountain source of life heightens the whole signifi- 
cance of life, reorganizes the content of the mind, 
melts and fuses the materials of thought into new 
form and brings fresh creative power.” “The way 
of mysticism is essentially the way of entrance into 
life.’ And, very important: “All questions find their 
answers not in intellectual theories, but through the 
direct operation of life itself,” a sentence which might 
be regarded as programmatic for the whole attitude 
of The Friends toward the problems of our time. 
These are aims which they achieve in active assist- 
ance of their fellow-man, as many of us have experi- 
enced, In this connection it must be mentioned that 
the Quakers do not claim to be exclusively capable 
of this attitude toward real life. Rufus Jones ex- 
pressly declares: “I find such persons everywhere I 
go. They are in every church, and in no church 
at all.” 

It was the “Cooperative College Workship” of 
the American Friends which I was permitted to 
join, at Haverford, near Philadelphia, Pa. This was 
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made possible by the good will and the cooperation 
of the Quakers and several Refugee Service Commit- 
tees. It was a sort of academy for the preparation 
of European emigrants of the intellectual profes- 
sions for resettlement in the new country. Attached 


to the excellent Haverford Quaker College, one of - 


the best in the country, it is situated in a large park 
of grand old trees, spacious lawns, and lakes. 

The membership consisted, of course, not only of 
Jews, and not only of refugees from Germany; there 
were also non-Jewish refugees from various coun- 
tries, including Germany. All, however, were of ap- 
proximately the same cultural level. 

To begin with: despite the diversity of origin 
there was an astonishing homogeneity in the com- 
munal life, obviously because of the psychological 
understanding of the Quakers who made the selec- 
tion and, above all, the deep intelligence of the local 
leaders. The Workshop was conducted by two excel- 
lent ladies, Professor Hertha Kraus of Bryn Mawr 
College and Caroline Norment who once, more than 
twenty years ago, was with the Friends Service in 
Russia when it was necessary to help there during 
the famine after the revolution. Professor Albert H. 
Wilson conducted the scientific curriculum. 

Cooperative? Well, yes; everybody could prac- 
tically do what he pleased and what his particular 
inclination urged him to do. It was obligatory only 
to attend the daily language lesson. This excellent 
course was conducted by voluntary teachers from 
nearby institutions of learning, like Bryn Mawr, and 
Baldwin School, and concerned itself primarily with 
the improvement of pronunciation, and the like. 
Other lectures were given at the local college and at 
Bryn Mawr; attendance was entirely voluntary. 
Teachers and fellow-students showed a true cooper- 
ative spirit, as did the heads of several schools in the 
vicinity who were generously accommodating when 
we visited them to become acquainted with the 
American way of teaching and progressive educa- 
tion. There were also weekly evening lectures by 
teachers from the University of Philadelphia and 
officials of the federal, state, and city governments 
who sometimes came even from Washington. Their 
subjects were American history, administration, and 
sociology. During these lectures one heard more 
than once the gratifying assurance that America not 
only gave something to immigrants but that this 
country, and especially the best of its inhabitants, 
was fully aware that it received something in return, 
especially from this particular immigration. It is un- 
necessary to describe what that meant in restoring the 
psychic balance of us immigrants. 

The number of participants varied between twenty 
and thirty. Some of them, mostly the married 
couples, lived in the Center, which consisted of a 
country house, cosily, even distinguishedly, furnished, 
with an excellent library, and located among gar- 
dens. The former editor of a well-known magazine 
had put it at our disposal for this particular purpose. 
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Others lived in neat little houses in the vicinity, with 
Quaker families, and were soon counted as one of 
them. Many a friendship that was formed at that 
time is still warmly alive. 

The true character of the “cooperative” showed 
itself during the work necessary for the upkeep of 
the Center, the preparation of meals and the cleans- 
ing of dishes. The dishwashing, especially, was the 
concern of the men, for whom it was not merely an 
exercise of purely mechanical functions, because it 
was performed gaily in accordance with certain rites, 
well thought-out and balanced for cooperation. Sta- 
tistics and experiments proved that those who failed 
here did not really belong to the group in other re- 
spects. There were only a few of these, however; 
for the others it constituted the one true communal 
experience of the day. 

It was almost a foregone conclusion that the trans- 
lator of Romain Rolland, himself the author of a 
well-known book, would converse with the story- 
teller, who was the head dishwasher, about epical 
problems, while drying glasses. No one was aston- 
ished when the Russian-Jewish philosopher, holding 
silver forks in his hand, defended certain sociological 
phenomena in Europe against the already American- 
ized viewpoint of a former (non-Jewish) assistant 
of one of the best German sociologists, who had to 
flee, in 1938, because over there he had belonged to 
a secret anti-Nazi group and been very active; or 
that a student of the philosopher Heidegger, carefully 
wiping a frying pan, should deliver a quick lecture 
about an essay on Hoelderlin by his teacher. Mean- 
while, the once-famous theatre critic from Vienna re- 
cited an old folk song, very appropriate when peeling 
potatoes, and the former judicial counsellor from 
Berlin talked about Indian philosophy and religion 
with an English poet. 

All that didn’t take much time and was, in a 
way, a sort of game. There was, to be sure, plenty 
of room for social activities beside the work required 
for the special task of the individual. There were 
many invitations to parties, as a group and as indi- 
viduals. Soon it became evident that the families in 
this settlement of Quakers felt somehow responsible 
for the welfare of our group; we became familtar 
friends. But, principally we spent our time for the 
main purpose of our stay: preparation for a new pro- 
fession. This took up as much as eight hours a day. 
This sort of life in itself would have been a productive 
one, even if there had not been the soothing certainty 
that the Friends were doing their best to find a suit- 
able job for each one of us. In most cases they were 
successful. 

The fact that there was such a humane undertak- 
ing in this country, and during these difficult times, 
was a great consolation: from the confusion which 
our experiences in the European countries that drove 
us into exile had created in us, we were brought back 
to ourselves. And that was exactly what the Quakers 
had intended, the living realization of their ideas. 
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The WTUC on Palestine 


by Ephraim Broido 


HE WORLD TRADE UNION CONFERENCE, 

which met in London between January 6th and 
17th, broke fresh ground in discussing and adopting 
a line of policy on the Jewish problem. Trade union 
and Labor movements in various countries have de- 
clared their views on this problem before. But this 
was the first time that a world assembly of trade 
unions pledged itself to back Jewish national aspira- 
tions and to deal with the Jewish people on a basis 
of equality with all other nations. Some people 
thought it inopportune, or perhaps indicative of an 
inflated sense of self-importance, on the part of the 
Palestine Jewish delegation to have put forward its 
views and to have, thus, caused a fairly long discus- 
sion (it took ,with translation, over two hours). But 
the fact that some people thought so is in itself a 
measure of the Jewish tragedy and proof that the 
debate was not unnecessary. After all, it seems equally 
“disproportionate” to some of us that five out of fif- 
teen million Jews have been massacred whilst civil- 
ized humanity stood by powerless to do anything 
about it. It seems also a trifle abnormal that Jews 
should have to “explain” their desire for national in- 
dependence, whilst the right of self-determination of 
any people, however small, is taken for granted. 

But if such views could be heard at the Conference, 
they were by no means representative. To the British 
delegates, the Jewish desire to get rid of collective 
homelessness was nothing new. The British Labor 
Party, with which the trade unions are affiliated, has 
loyally supported Zionism ever since 1917. Other 
important delegations—the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations (as, for that matter, the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, which did not attend the Confer- 
ence), the Canadian Congress of Labor, as well as 
the Latin-American Confederation of Labor—also 
had the advantage of a clear line in support of Pales- 
tine as the Jewish homeland. During the discussion 
on the post-war peace settlement, Berl Locker, speak- 
ing for the Histadrut delegation* drew the attention 
of the Congress to the unique position of the dispersed 
Jewish people, who, unlike other peoples, did not, 
as a people, enjoy freedom from fear. “During this 
war the Axis powers killed us but the United Nations 
have done little to save us,” was his bitter comment 
on the helpless position of a people without a state. 
He spoke of the work of Jewish regeneration in Pal- 
estine during the last sixty years, stressing the great 
part played by organized Jewish Labor in a national 
undertaking which has not harmed the Arab popula- 


*The delegation consisted of B. Locker, A. Rabinovitch (dele- 
gates), I. Idelson, M. Oren (observers), E. Broido, I. Nathani, 
and B. Rosenthal, The last three acted, by appointment of the 
Histadrut, as members of the delegation for the purpose ot 
consultation. 


tion. The Jewish problem, Locker told the delegates, 
is a world problem and “there will not be real peace 
or real progress as long progress as long as my people 
—many millions of them—are not free from fear.” 


* * * 


In the introduction to a booklet containing facts 
and figures on the work of the Histadrut, which was 
submitted to the Conference, the Hiéstadrut delega- 
tion set out the case clearly. It asked for the designa- 
tion of Palestine as “a Jewish Commonwealth, based 
on full equality for all its inhabitants, Jews and non- 
Jews alike”; for the opening of its doors to Jewish 
immigration; and for vesting “the Jewish people, rep- 
resented by the Jewish Agency for Palestine ... with 
the authority of guiding and controlling immigration 
and developing the resources of the country for the 
benefit of its entire population.” 


How the work of the Hiéstadrut tallies—and con- 
trasts—with the general pattern of conditions in the 
Middle East, was described by another Histadrut dele- 
gate, Aharon Rabinovitch. As the first victims of 
Hitlerism, the Jews, he said, knew only too well how 
much the dissension in Labor ranks contributed to 
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the triumph of Nazism. The Histadrut always sup- 
ported World Labor unity and fought hard for in- 
ternational solidarity in its own country. Referring 
to budding trade unions in backward countries, espe- 
cially in the Middle East, where the Histadrut was a 
striking exception, he asked the World Trade Union 
Movement to give guidance to these trade unions if 
it did not want to see a mushroom growth of mock 
trade unions after the war. The impact of industrial- 
ism on backward countries did not make for a gradual 
evolutionary growth of workers’ organizations, but 
did allow semi-feudal governments, as well as wealthy 
reactionaries, to take control of the existing nuclei of 
workers’ organizations. In some British dependencies 
labor departments had been formed, to which, at the 
request of the British TUC, trade unionists were ap- 
pointed. But even a trade unionist could not change 
the general character of an administration, as evi- 
denced in the case of Palestine, where the Adminis- 
tration was backing organizations that were passion- 
ately opposed to Arab-Jewish co-operation and were 
even in some cases siding with employers against the 
workers. 


The “Palestine Arab Workers’ Society” was a case 
in point. Sponsored by anti-Labor elements and ac- 
cepting “blacklegs” into its membership, this organi- 
zation managed to secure an invitation to the World 
Trade Union Conference, sending as its delegate Mr. 
Hana Asfour, a wealthy Arab lawyer, who has pre- 
cious little to do with workers. The Histadrut delega- 
tion questioned the bona fides of the P.W.S. When 
the credentials committee of the Conference decided 
not to enter into pros and cons but to confirm the 
invitations as issued by the T.U.C., Berl Locker stated 
that the Histadrut delegation would refrain from 
voting against the Committee’s report but that they 
were doing so “without prejudice to our further steps 
to make certain that only bona fide trade union or- 
ganizations are connected with the world trade union 
movement.” George Nassar, a representative of the 
(Arab) Palestine Labor League, which co-operates 
with the Histadrut, attended the Conference, but only 
as an observer. 

* * * 


To return to the Jewish theme. After some reflec- 
tion, the Histadrut delegation decided to submit a 
resolution on the Jewish position to the Peace Settle- 
ment Committee, which consisted of the representa- 
tives of Britain, U. S. S. R., U. S. A., France, China, 
Latin America and eight other delegations, including 
the Histadrut. Their resolution read as follows: 


The Conference records its horror at the. un- 
precedented mass murder of millions of Jews in 
Europe by the Nazi criminals and their satellites 
who have singled out the Jewish people for com- 
plete extermination. It salutes the memory of 
those who took patt in the revolts of the Ghettos 
and greets those who.escaped the Nazi and Fas- 
cist gangsters either through the assistance of the 
Resistance. movements or through the victorious 
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advance of the Red Army in the east and the 
Anglo-American armies in the West. 

Full reparation must be made by the enemy to 
the Jewish people and punishment meted out to 
all criminals, high and low. But this Conference 
is of the opinion that after the war, when thor- 
ough-going solutions will have to be found for 
various complex issues, the Jewish people should 
be given international assistance to solve the prob- 
lem of its homelessness which has made it a per- 
petual target for discrimination and aggression. 
Whilst Jews must enjoy equal rights in all lands, 
the Jewish people must be enabled to continue 
the rebuilding of Palestine, so successfully begun, 
by mass immigration, agricultural settlement, and 
industrial development, so that in the shortest 
possible time the country may become a Jewish 
Commonwealth, taking its rightful place in the 
family of democratic nations. The Common- 
wealth will be based on equality of rights and 
opportunities for all its inhabitants, Jews and 
Arabs alike, thus opening up prospects of fully 
developing the solidarity of the Jewish and Arab 
working masses, and offering an example of prog- 
ress and cooperation to the whole Middle East. 

All the material on various aspects of the post-war 
settlement, including our own Resolution, formed the 
basis of a summarized statement which was discussed 
and subsequently adopted by the Committee as a 
“Declaration on the Post-War Settlement.” The Dec- 
laration consists of thirty-three paragraphs. Paragraph 
26 of the Declaration reads: 

This World Conference is of the opinion, too, 
that after the war thorough-going remedies must 
be found, through international action, for the 
wrongs inflicted on the Jewish people. Their 
protection against oppression, discrimination, and 
spoliation in any country must be the respon- 
sibility of the new International Authority. The 
Jewish people must be enabled to continue the 
rebuilding of Palestine as their National Home, 
so successfully begun, by immigration, agricul- 
tural settlement, and industrial development, re- 
specting the legitimate interests of other national 
groups and giving equality of rights and oppor- 
tunities to all its inhabitants.* 

This paragraph significantly follows one dealing 
with colonial territories, which asks for “‘an end to the 
system of colonies, dependencies, and subject coun- 
tries as spheres of economic exploitation” and de- 
mands free trade unions as well as gradual develop- 
ment towards self-government. The document thus 
proceeds from the general to the unique case of Pal- 
estine in its relationship to the Jewish people. Gen- 
erally, the Declaration endorses the Atlantic Charter, 
with its promise of freedom and self-government to 
peoples who were deprived of these; it also endorses 
the spirit, afirmed at the conferences of Moscow and 
Teheran, of co-operation in “the sacred task of ridding 
the world of tyranny, slavery, oppression, and racial 
and religious intolerance”; it demands denial of rec- 
ognition to states whose political and economic sys- 
tems are opposed to that spirit; and it urges the speedy 
establishment of the Economic and Social Council 


*The words from “respecting the legitimate interest” onwards 
were added by amendment during the debate in the open session. 
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outlined at Dumbarton Oaks, and asks for representa- 
tion on it “in all its stages.” The Declaration lays 
particular emphasis on the use of this Council for 
the initiation of schemes of international economic 
reconstruction under public control, applying these 
particularly to the great river systems in Europe and 
elsewhere. From the few points mentioned here, it 
is clear that the Declaration is broadly based on the 
twin constructive principles of national freedom and 
economic, as well as political, interdependence. The 
Declaration makes sure that these principles apply 
to the Jewish people, too, and that their problems are 
tackled in a positive and constructive manner. 
* * * 


The case against the Jewish claim for home and 
liberty was argued by Mr. Hana Asfour, the delegate 
of the Arab Workers’ Society (who is, incidentally, 
a leading member of the ex-Mufti’s pro-fascist party). 
His contention that Zionism was “anti-Labor” and 
a “reactionary movement based on fantastic ideas 
and false claims” was generally recognized as laugh- 
able and drew no direct reply from any of the dele- 
gates. Nor was there any response to the appeal As- 
four made to all “people of goodwill” to regard 
Zionism not only as “reactionary” but also as “de- 
structive of the fundamental ideas and principles for 
which we are struggling. ...” The first of his speeches 
at the Conference (for he made three, as compared 
with one Histadrut speech stating the Jewish case) 
was curtailed by the Chairman, Mr. Asfour having 
exceeded the time limit. In the part of his speech 
which remained undelivered (but copies of which 
were handed to the translators), Mr. Asfour, having 
expressed sympathy for the cause of the Jewish vic- 
tims of Nazism, went on to say that Palestine has 
“contributed its share and more,” and that “on an- 
other occasion” he would inform the delegates 
“whether or not there is even room for those already 
living in Palestine. . . .” But whether his courage 
failed him, or he was advised of the bad impression 
it might produce if he were to reveal his plans for 
the Jews already in Palestine, he left this promise 
unfulfilled, although he had two further occasions 
to keep it. 

With the declaration on the peace settlement be- 
fore the conference, Asfour argued that rebuilding 
Palestine as the Jewish National Home was in con- 
tradiction to the Atlantic Charter and entailed an 
infringement of the right of the Palestine Arabs to 
self-government. He received an appropriate reply 
from the representative of the Latin-American Con- 
federation of Workers. “The Jewish people are a 
people without a state,” said the Mexican delegate, 
Senor A. Carrillo, “and we cannot possibly see why 
the Atlantic Charter should make an exception about 
them. The Atlantic Charter calls for all peoples 
to organize themselves politically as they think fit, 
and in their own interest. Are we not going 
to let the Jewish people organize themselves politi- 
cally? I say that no Labor movement in the 
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world would be willing to answer this question 
in the negative.” To Asfour’s argument that the 
Conference was not entitled to adopt a resolution on 
this question, Carrillo replied: “Our comrades repre- 
senting the Arab Labor movement cannot tell us that 
this is a problem in which we cannot very well take 
a decision. They have several states already orga- 
nized. If the Arab world had no political rights and 
had no States which were organized, we from Latin 
America would come here to fight for the political 
rights and for the possibility of Arab States existing 
in the world.” To make misinterpretation an even 
harder task, Carrillo suggested an addendum, based 
on the wording of the resolution originally submitted 
by the Histadrut delegation, and stating that non- 
Jews would enjoy complete equality with Jews and 
that “the legitimate interests of other national 
groups” would be respected. This addendum was 
accepted by the Conference. 


Mr. Asfour’s motion to delete the Palestine part of 
the Resolution was also opposed by Reid Robinson 
on behalf of the C.I.O. Its acceptance, he said, would 
be “one of the worst things that this Conference could 
do.” “The C.I.O.,” declared Mr. Robinson, “is on 
record unequivocally in support of a National Home.” 
“They had learnt,” he said, “that anti-Semitism is the 
incubator of fascism and that there has to be positive 
treatment given to the Jewish people throughout the 
world.” 


On behalf of the Canadian Congress of Labor, Mr. 
I. McGuire expressed full approval of Jewish national 
aspirations. Pointing to the example of the British 
and French in Canada, he said he saw no reason why 
Jews and Arabs should not also live peacefully side 
by side. He contrasted the shape of things in Pales- 
tine before Jewish resettlement with what it is today, 
stressed in particular the achievements of the Jewish 
Labor movement, and added: “If there is a return of 
Jewish people to Palestine—and I do not say that 
they are all going to return by any means, but I do 
say that a large number of them will undoubtedly 
return—they should be permitted to return to Pales- 
tine as a homeland, not.to be a nation without a 
country.” | 


The representative of the Indian Federation of 
Labor then pleaded for the deletion of the National 
Home clause not on the grounds of opposition to the 
idea itself, but because he thought the Conference 
had not enough data for a decision. In his reply, for 
which he was given special permission, Asfour did 
not add anything new to his argument except to dig 
up Sir John Hope Simpson’s long-disproved state- 
ment that the land available in Palestine was not 
enough for the existing Arab population. No safe- 
guards would prevent Arab rights from being 
trampled on. His illustration of the way in which 
these rights were already being “trampled on” was 
that Haifa had “always” had an Arab mayor, but 
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“after the Jewish immigration, the Jews demanded 
and succeeded in getting a Jewish mayor.” 


The amendment to delete the crucial clause was 
then put to the Conference but failed to secure the 
support of one-third of the delegations and one-third 
of the aggregate voting-power required for a rejec- 
tion. Apart from the Palestine Arab Workers’ Soci- 
ety, the amendment was supported by Nigeria, Gam- 
bia, one of three South African unions represented, 
and by the two Indian bodies, ze., by six out of the 
sixty-three delegations present. The minority was 
even smaller if considered in terms of voting-power, 
i.é., 11 delegates out of 164. 


* * * 


Thus the decision was adopted. The overwhelming 
majority of the organized trade union movement has 
taken a stand in favor of safeguarding Jewish rights 
through the new International Authority and for the 
reconstitution of Palestine as the basis of Jewish na- 
tionhood. The most important, because novel, fact 
that has emerged from the discussion on Palestine is 
no doubt the support of the Soviet delegation for Jew- 
ish national demands. After many years of opposition 
or hostility, Soviet policy is thus finding its way back 
to a constructive view of the Jewish effort for na- 
tional regeneration. As explained in private by a 
leading Soviet delegate, their attitude towards the 
Jewish question is that it can be solved in two, or 
rather in both of the following ways: by fighting for 
Jewish rights and equality in every country, and by 
giving all Jews who desire to go to Palestine, the op- 
portunity to do so. It was no doubt one of the bright- 
est moments of the Conference, from a Jewish point 
of view, when it became clear that the Russians would 
vote for us. It now seemed as though the high qual- 
ity of our achievement in Palestine and the justice of 
our cause were gradually winning a moral victory in 
quarters which had seemed impenetrable hitherto, 
but which we have always hoped to win for our 
cause. The Jewish case for equality of treatment with 
other nations, and the record of the Jewish Labor 
movement in Palestine, won the day. Berl Locker’s 
proud championship of the Jewish demands both on 
the Conference platform and in the Committee room, 
was not the least of the factors which contributed to 
a truly historical event. On the eve of victory, and 
of several international conferences preparing the 
peace, the voice of the organized working class of 
the world has been heard on all major problems, and 
it has been heard clearly and unmistakably. 
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(c) The leading church of Austra- 
lia, all universities and cham- 


May, 1945 





TTA TATA HNUTULUITLUAAT MUTUAL ALLL 








CORRESPONDENCE © 


MUTANT 


ON THE KIMBERLEY PROJECT 


DEAR SIR: 

I read the article “What I Learned 
About Kimberley” by Ida M. Silver- 
man with uncommon interest and I 
must say I am very glad that it has been 
published. I do not now see how 
there can be any further misunder- 
standing about this particular project 
and the attitude of the Australian au- 
thorities toward it. You will recall that 
about five years ago I made much the 
same case against the project in the 
pages of JEWISH FRONTIER, writing 
as an outside observer of Australian af- 
fairs. There is one small and unimpor- 
tant error in Mrs. Silverman’s piece: 
the author of the letter quoted on page 
11, A. P. Elkin, is not an “Instructor” 
at the University of Sydney, but the 
Professor of Anthropology at the Uni- 
versity. 

Yours sincerely, 
C. HARTLEY GRATTAN 


STATEMENT BY THE 
FREELAND LEAGUE 


DEAR SIR: 

In the JEWISH FRONTIER of March, 
1945, you published an article by Ida 
M. Silverman entitled “What I Learned 
About Kimberley.” This article con- 
tains a number of facts about Dr. Stein- 
berg, and allegations attributed to him 
which are entirely false. 

In refuting this we state as follows: 

1. Mrs. Silverman is trying to create 
the impression that the Australian Gov- 
ernment and people have always been 
opposed to the building of a Jewish 
settlement in Australia. The facts, 
however, are to the contrary. 

(a) Two Australian State govern- 
ments (Western Australia and 
Tasmania) have officially de- 
clared their readiness to have a 
Jewish settlement created within 
their borders. 

(b) The Australian trade union 
council, which represents over 
a million organized workers in 
a population of 7,000,000, has 
officially adopted resolutions 
which gave approval to the 
Jewish Colonization project and 
expressed its readiness to help 
carry out the project. 


bers of commerce, together 
with the leading papers of the 
country, actively supported the 
project throughout the time 
that Dr. Steinberg remained in 
Australia. 


(d) In a Gallup Poll which was 
conducted in all six Australian 
states in September, 1944, 37 7% 
of the Australian population 
voted in favor of the Jewish 
Colonization project (while 
47% favored a free Jewish im- 
migration into Australia). It 
might be interesting to find 
out in what other country so 
large a part of the non-Jewish 
population would favor free 
immigration of Jews and par- 
ticularly the creation of a con- 
centrated Jewish settlement in 
their midst. 


2. It is not true that after the 
Australian Government took an un- 
favorable stand in regard to the Kim- 
berley plan, Dr. Steinberg made “ 

a most provocative and cheeky state- 
ment...” which “.. . aroused a storm 
of protest in Australia.” On the con- 
trary, the only statement made by the 
Freeland League and Dr. Steinberg re- 
garding this matter, which appeared on 
November 24, 1944, closed with the 
following remark: “On the basis of 
the Jewish tragedy and the knowledge 
of the sympathetic view of the Austra- 
lian people, the Freeland League will 
continue its efforts to persuade the 
Commonwealth Government of Aus- 
tralia of the righteousness and wisdom 
of the proposal of the Freeland League.” 


3. It is also not true that after the 
Government's announcement, the Aus- 
tralian people changed its sympathetic 
attitude to this project. The leading 
newspaper of Australia, The Sydney 
Morning Herald (from which Mrs. Sil- 
verman quotes a casual letter of a 
reader), supports the Kimberley proj- 
ect in its editorial of November 12, 


1944: 


“The scheme has received generous 
support from private citizens ... from 
many public organizations, and from 
the Western Australian government. 
Australia has . . . a responsibility and 
a duty to a people who were the first 
victims of Nazi cruelty and oppres- 
sion. 


This opinion is also shared by most 
of the other papers of Australia. 


4. Also Australian Labor has re- 
mained steadfast in its support of the 
project and on December 8, 1944, the 
Australasian Council of Trade Unions 
voted to ask the Australian Govern- 
ment to withdraw its opposition to the 
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project for establishing a Jewish settle- 
ment in the Kimberleys. It empha- 
sized that the Jews deserve a refuge 
in a democratic country and that Aus- 
tralia would only benefit from the 
building of a Jewish settlement. 


5. It is utterly false that the Jewish 
population of Australia is opposed to 
the Kimberley project. Actually only 
Zionist leaders gave their approval to 
the Government's decision. In Zionist 
ranks, however, the statement of their 
president, Mr. Masel, who identified 
himself with the Government's §atti- 
tude, called forth sharp protests which 
were published in the Zionist press. 


6. Other important Jewish organi- 
zations and leading Jewish figures in 
Australia have defended the Freeland 
project. Thus Rabbi Danglow, leader 
of the English-speaking Jewish Com- 
munity, wrote in December, 1944: “I 
am strongly of the opinion that if any- 
thing at all is going to be done in con- 
nection with large scale immigration 
into Australia of Jews from Central 
and Eastern Europe, the Kimberley 
scheme is the best from every point of 
view, and I would most willingly asso- 
ciate myself with any action that may 
be decided upon in support of this 
scheme.” 


Kadimah (a leading Jewish national 
institution in Melbourne) in a resolu- 
tion adopted on December 19, 1944, 
requested that adequate steps be taken 
by the Jewish Community Council to 
dissociate itself from Mr. Masel’s 
statement. At this meeting it was also 
decided that if the Community Coun- 
cil refused to take any stand at all in 
connection with the above resolution, 
the Kadimah delegates to the Council 
would be authorized to withdraw from 
same. 


All this proves conclusively how 
truthful is the following remark by 
Mrs. Silverman: “There is therefore a 
tenseness and a strain in Jewish circles 
every time Steinberg and Kimberley 
are mentioned.” 


7. It is an insinuation to claim that 
the Freeland project caused a series of 
articles in the Australian press against 
immigration, and that because of this 
the 8,000 remaining Jews (of the 
15,000 which Australia had permitted 
entrance) will not be admitted. The 
truth is that half of the 15,000 did 
enter the country and that the re- 
mainder was prevented from doing so 
by the outbreak of war in September, 


1939. 
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8. Finally, we, who are familiar with 
Dr. Steinberg’s entire social and po- 
litical career, and his activities in Aus- 
tralia, categorically reject the allega- 
tion that Dr. Steinberg ever promised 
“to bring thousands of Palestinian 
Jews to Kimberley.” We are amazed 
that your magazine printed such base- 
less statements before it verified their 
authenticity. 

The JEWISH FRONTIER, as a Zionist 
publication, may be opposed to all 
territorial projects, but this does not 
justify you in fighting the Freeland 
League by means of character assas- 
sination of one who is an eminent 
worker in this organization. Dr. Stein- 
berg’s life-long record of public service 
is the best answer to all baseless asser- 
tions made in the aforementioned ar- 
ticle. 

Yours truly, 
FREELAND LEAGUE 
SAUL GOODMAN 
Executive Secretary 





The above letter begins as a denial 
of “false allegations” about Dr. Stein- 
berg and concludes with a charge of 
“character assassination” against the 
Jewish Frontier, These are serious ac- 
cusations which require some substan- 
tiation. However, only two of the 
eight points of the body of the letter 
have even a remote bearing on these 
charges. 

Point 2 is a denial that Dr. Stein- 
berg’s statement of November 24, 
1944 could properly be described as 
“provocative and cheeky.” This is a 
matter of individual judgment on 
which we believe Mrs. Silverman, our 
contributor, is entitled to her own 
opinion. 

Point 8 denies, on behalf of Dr. 
Steinberg, that he ever spoke of bring- 
ing “thousands of Palestinian Jews” 
to Australia to help in the Kimberley 
project—a statement which Mrs. Sil- 
verman reports at second hand. We 
certainly accept this denial by Mr. 
Goodman on behalf of Dr. Steinberg; 
but we may point out that even if the 
Statement were correctly reported, we 
should not have regarded it as a slan- 
der, if we were in Dr. Steinberg’s 
place—or in Mr. Goodman’s. If there 
were no objections to the Kimberley 
project On other grounds, it would be 
perfectly in order—indeed, a highly 
desirable thing, we should think—to 
send trained young Palestinians to 
help out the new settlers in the very 
difficult region of Kimberley. 

There are, of course, very serious 
Objections to the Kimberley scheme. 
Not to speak of the extremely dubious 
physical conditions of the region, con- 
cerning which the Freeland League 
has never given us any report based on 
a thorough, expert investigation, there 
is the fact that the propaganda in fa- 


vor of the Kimberley project has 
highly dangerous political potentiali- 
ties capable of doing serious harm to 
vital Jewish interests. This matter was 
dealt with in our editorial, “Supple- 
mentary Homelands,” in the Decem- 
ber 1943 issue of Jewish Frontier. To 
what is said there, we would add only 
one comment: It has repeatedly been 
reported (and never denied) that one 
feature of the Kimberley plan was 
the stipulation by its proponents that 
settlers would be prevented from en- 
tering other parts of Australia for a 
prescribed number of years. As Jews, 
we are not sure whether we prefer the 
attitude of the state government which 
supported the plan on this stipulation 
to that of the federal government of 
Australia, which rejected it partly be- 
cause it declined to treat Jews as a 
group subject to special restrictions. 
* * * 


The bulk of Mr. Goodman’s letter 
is devoted to an altogether different 
question: he contends that Mrs. Sil- 
verman’s report on public opinion in 
Australia does not give a true picture. 
He cites certain evidence of a favor- 
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able attitude to the Kimberley scheme, 
to counter-balance Mrs. Silverman's 
report of an unfavorable reaction after 
the government's rejection of the 
scheme. Although, even at this dis- 
tance from Australia, it is apparent 
that Mr. Goodman’s evidence is in- 
complete (he does not mention for 
example that in January 1945 the 
Twelfth Zionist Conference, unani- 
mously, and the’ Executive Council of 
Australian Jewry, by an overwhelming 
majority, disapproved the Kimberley 
Scheme) we do not wish to enter into 
this matter, other than to remark that 
Mrs. Silverman’s comments are based 
on a recent trip to Australia where 
she was enabled to judge the situation 
at first hand. 


We do not wish to close this note 
without making it clear once more 
that the editors of the Jewish Frontier 
have never questioned the motives of 
Dr. Steinberg. A note to that effect 
was printed in our April issue. We 
are convinced of Dr. Steinberg’s sin- 
cerity though we disagree with his 
conclusions. 

THE EDITORS. 


ON “THE JEWISH REFUGEE” 


DEAR SIR: 

I read Mr. Varian Fry's review of 
“The Jewish Refugee”* in the April 
issue of the JEWISH FRONTIER with 
great astonishment. I rubbed my eyes 
to make sure that this article was no 
hallucination, but really appeared in 
black on white. I still find it difficult 
to believe that an article like this could 
appear in its present form in the 
JEWISH FRONTIER. I do not challenge 
the right of Mr. Fry to have his own 
views and express them as long as 
they are compatible with the funda- 
mental principles of culture and hu- 
man relations. I even understand that, 
in accordance with the principle of 
freedom of expression, such an arti- 
cle might be given space in the JEw- 
ISH FRONTIER. However, what I can- 
not understand is that this review was 
published without stressing the fact 
that the editors have nothing to do 
with the opinions expressed in it and 
without an immediate and strong an- 
swer. The article of Ben Halpern in 
the same issue, rather insufficiently 
corrects the harm done by this pro- 
cedure; it is devoted only to one and 
not even to the most characteristic 
argument raised by Mr. Fry, and might 
create the impression that otherwise 
the opinions expressed are acceptable, 
which is incorrect and harmful. 

The arguments raised by Mr. Fry 
are not raised against the authors; he 
questions neither the facts nor the 


* The Jewish Refugee, by Arieh Tarta- 
kower and Kurt Grossman. 1944, Institute 
of Jewish Affairs, New York. 


figures, nor even their presentation or 
the structure of the book in general. 
What he does question is the funda- 
mental idea of this book, which is not 
only the idea of the authors, but cer- 
tainly also of the overwhelming ma- 
jority of the Jewish people, and as I 
hope, the idea of the best part of man- 
kind as far as Jewish problems are 
concerned. These things should cer- 
tainly not remain unanswered espe- 
cially if in connection with this ap- 
proach to the problems, Mr. Fry dis- 
torts certain rather important views 
presented in the book. 


It is true that the factor of anti- 
Semitism is of considerable importance 
in our book in explaining why millions 
of Jews were killed and why there are 
millions of Jewish refugees at the 
present moment, and also in regard to 
the inadequate reaction of world pub- 
lic opinion. Mr. Fry thinks that this 
is an exaggeration and that the reac- 
tion would hardly be different, if in- 
stead of five million Jews, five million 
Catholics or five million Protestants 
had been killed. Sancta Simplicitas! 
One should really be gratified that Mr. 
Fry does not consider the reports about 
the anti-Semitism of the Nazis or their 
satellites as exaggerated. As to world 
reaction to what happened to Euro- 
pean Jewry, it might suffice, instead of 
speaking about theoretical cases con- 
cerning Catholics or Protestants, to 
point to what actually happened dur- 
ing the First and Second World Wars. 
The Jewish disaster is not the only 
one, though it is the most horrible in 
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the history of mankind. Previous fig- 
ures never ran into the millions, but 
hundreds of thousands of Armenians 
and tens of thousands of Assyrians were 
exterminated by the Turks in the First 
World War and tens of thousands of 
Polish, French, Yugoslav, and Russian 
civilians were killed in this war. Is 
there really no difference in reaction? 
I would be the last to lack sympathy 
for the disaster of the peoples men- 
tioned above or to withhold my con- 
demnation of the crime committed 
against them. But is there really any 
comparison between their sufferings 
and the sufferings of the Jewish peo- 
ple? One has but to study the stir 
caused by what happened to them and 
the relatively insignificant reaction to 
our Jewish tragedy. And see what is 
happening now. Parts of Europe are 
liberated from the Nazis. Is Jewish 
property being restored in France? 
Are Jews who were turned to beggars 
and invalids by the former Rumanian 
Government being assisted properly 
by the present regime? Is there less 
anti-Semitism in Poland today than 
there was five or six years ago, al- 
though there are no more than 40,000 
Jews left there of the millions before 
the war? And what is the reaction of 
so-called civilized mankind to all these 
things? Yes, Mr. Fry, there is a great 
deal of anti-Semitism in the world and 
this explains many things which may 
seem unintelligible to you. 

Mr. Fry enumerates the countries of 
reception for Jewish refugees, listing 
them in the order of their good or bad 
record in the treatment of refugees: 
England has the first place, the USSR 
the last—creating the impression that 
this is the order given in our book. 
Nothing could be more erroneous. In 
no place in our book is anything said 
which could be considered as such high 
praise of Great Britain. It is true that 
a few score thousand refugees were 
admitted by that country, which might 
be regarded as a rather fine humani- 
tarian record, especially in view of 
the attitude taken by other countries. 

But what does this mean when com- 
pared with the unique attitude of Pal- 
estine? The almost incredible achieve- 
ment of a Jewish community of less 
than 400,000 people which received 
130,000 Jewish refugees and secured 
a dignified life for them and which is 
So strongly stressed in our book as the 
only ray of light in the darkness of the 
last years was “forgotten” by Mr. Fry, 
in accordance, apparently, with his 
ideology. 

May I, in passing, point out that 
just as the authors of the book are not 
responsible for Mr. Fry’s placing Great 
Britain at the head of the list of the 
countries of reception and omitting 
Palestine, so they have nothing to do 
with his consigning the USSR to the 





end of the roster and calling its record 
“appalling.” There were certainly great 
hardships for the refugees in the 
USSR; thousands, perhaps even scores 
of thousands may have died of starva- 
tion, but why should we forget the 
fact that hundreds of thousands of 
Jewish refugees found admission to 
that country and in this way were 
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saved from being exterminated by the 
Nazis? If 1,200,000 Russian Jews were 
evacuated and saved by the Soviet au- 
thorities, if 250,000 Polish Jews are 
still alive in the interior provinces of 
the USSR, if tens of thousands of Ru- 
manian Jews were rescued, if. some- 
thing remains of Lithuanian, Latvian 
and Estonian Jewry, it is mainly the 
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result of the fact that all these per- 
sons found provisional, although, in 
many cases certainly precarious, homes 
in the USSR. Neither the Jewish peo- 
ple nor mankind as such should forget 
this, especially in view of the much 
poorer showing of other countries— 
with the exception of Palestine—in 
helping Jewish refugees. 

A few words about the problem of 
“a solution”: Mr. Fry criticizes our 
idea of the establishment of an inter- 
national machinery for the solution of 
the refugee problem and is excited 


about our “paroxysm of fatuous opti- 
mism.” May I point out that both, the 
first and the second argument are 
based on a rather strange misunder- 
standing. Mr. Fry simply confuses the 
organizational procedure for solving 
the refugee problem with the solution 
itself. Never can a machinery “solve” 
a problem; the ways of solving the 
Jewish refugee problem are enumer- 
ated in our book and the fact is stressed 
—and again is omitted in Mr. Fry’s 
article—that the most important way 
of solving it is by enabling as many 
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refugees as possible to go to Palestine. 
This was proven not only by theoreti- 
cal arguments but by actual develop- 
ments in the last few years. Interna- 
tional machinery may of course be 
necessary for handling the various sug- 
gestions made in our book. As far as 
Palestine is concerned, this machinery 
will have to work in the closest co- 
operation with the Jewish Agency. 
But all this has nothing to do with 
the merits of the work to be done. 
By the way, if proof is needed to show 
how far the authors of the book are 
from any “paroxysm of fatuous opti- 
mism,” it would be sufficient to read 
Point I of the principles on which the 
suggested agency is to be based, where 
it is stated that this agency should be 
vested with sufficient authority to en- 
force its decisions if necessary. There 
is, from this point of view, no funda- 
mental difference between Mr. Fry's 
idea about “the creation of a world 
federal government endowed with suf- 
ficient authority to enforce the Bill of 
Rights” and between the much more 
modest idea, but essentially the same 
as suggested in our book, of trying 
this procedure in the field of refugee 
work. The only difference may be that 
whereas Mr. Fry is apparently inclined 
to rely only on the principle of en- 
forcement, it seems to us—and this is 
what is stressed in the book—that at 
the same time we may also expect a 
certain modification of the atmosphere 
in the worid. This has nothing to do 
with the “belief in the coming of the 
Messiah”; it is merely the result of the 
doubt that through force alone we may 
be able to secure just relations be- 
tween men and men and between na- 
tion and nation. 

This is, then, the real, fundamental 
difference between us. Mr. Fry takes 
the world as it is and as it is ap- 
parently to remain in the future; and 
in such a world he hopes to solve the 
Jewish problem by assimilation. I do 
not think that the world must neces- 
sarily remain as it is; I hope that by a 
deep and responsible process of edu- 
cation, the relations between man and 
man and nation and nation can be in- 
fluenced at least to a certain degree. 
But at the same time I do not believe 
that even at the very best will anti- 
Semitism be completely eliminated and 
the Jewish problem solved merely 
by education or with organizational 
means. It cannot be solved in this way 
because its roots are much deeper. 
The Jewish problem can be solved 
only by making an end of Jewish 
homelessness. "This is the fundamen- 
tal idea of The Jewish Refugee just 
as it is the fundamental idea of Zion- 
ism and of the overwhelming majority 
of the Jewish people today. 
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No wage is too high” 


that is earned! 


HAT OF THE wages of the future? 
This question is bound to come up 
in any discussion of post-war planning. 
On this, our attitude is clear. No wages 
are high that are earned. Fifty dollars a day 
earned is none too high. But a dollar a day 
unearned is much too high. 


More Productive Methods 


Wages are a part of the product. They are 
not the result of the employer’s generosity, 
nor the employee’s ability to bring pressure 
to bear. 

American Industry has continuously de- 
veloped methods whereby a man receives 
more pay for fewer hours but still increases 
production. And so it will continue to be. 


But wages are only one of Industry’s 
problems 


A Better World Must Come 


Millions of young men and women have 
been withdrawn from their homes and 
careers. Business is shorthanded. Many in- 
dustries have been seriously disrupted. 
Public debt and the casualty lists mount 
higher every hour. 

Victory, therefore, is the greatest con- 
cern of everybody. After Victory, all of us 
must strive to build a better world .. . a 
world in which such misfortune can never 
happen again. 

Material things... zadar and plastics and 
television and giant planes . . . will con- 


tribute much toward building a better and 
stronger American people. But these alone 
are not enough. 

Confidence is the first need... confidence 
that work brings reward. Such confidence 
cultivated in a people generates enterprise 
and effort. 


Industry, being part of the people, re- 
sponds to the same stimulus...and is ready 
to initiate and work and invest all for the 
treasure of life in America. 


Youth Must Have Opportunity 


The way must be kept clear for independ- 
ence in business. .. and for young men to 
start new businesses. Vigorous competition 
and initiative have carried our country 
safely and far. 

American business is not performing its 
complete function unless it makes available 
to every family traditional American stand- 
ards of living. American business also must 
serve social order and social advance. There 
is little room for racial or religious preju- 
dice or class distinction when a country is 
alive with energy and is working. 

These are some of the thoughts we hold 
as we look toward the day when wages 
will again be earned by building the goods 
of peace. ¢ 
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Mixed greens taste fresher, crisper—fruits 
and vegetables fairly sparkle with flavor— 
when you make your salad and dressings 
with Heinz Vinegars! All four kinds are 
aged in wood for finer bouquet and clarity 
—richer, fuller-bodied mellowness! 


Try this distinctive new French Dressing. 
(For truly praiseworthy results, use Heinz 
Distilled White Vinegar! ) 


HONEY FRENCH DRESSING 
in a 1 at. jar place % cup honey, 2 tbs. Heinz Tomato 4 , \ vl 
Ketchup, 1 tsp. Heinz Prepared Yellow Mustard, 1 tsp. 
Heinz Dehydrated Horse Radish, 2 tsp. salt, % tsp. 
celery seed, 1 tsp. chopped parsley, 1 clove garlic, % 
cup Heinz Distilled White Vinegar, 2 tbs. lemon juice. VI N EG fi RS 
1 cup salad oil. Cover. Shake vigorously. Yields 2 cups. 


Serve over garden salads. 
AMONG THE (U) VARIETIES 














